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SCOPE OF SOVIET ACTIVITY IN THE UNITED STATES 


WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 5, 1956 


Unrrep States SENATE, 
SuscomMitTrese To INVESTIGATE THE 
ADMINISTRATION OF THE INTERNAL Security Act 
AND OrueEr InTerNAL Security Laws 
OF THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, 
Honolulu, T. H. 

The subcommittee met, pursuant to adjournment, at 9:30 a. m., 
in the senate chamber, Iolani Palace, Senator Olin D. Johnston 
presiding. 

Present: Senators Johnston, Watkins, Welker, and Butler. 

Also present: Robert Morris, chief counsel; Benjamin Mandel, re- 
search directors. 

Senator Jounston. The committee will come to order. We will 
beg our hearing. 

- Morris. eins, before beginning the regular session, I would 
like to report for the public record—one of the ways we have of 
getting into the record here some of the developments that take 
place out of the formal hearing—we had issued a subpena within the 
last few days to a person who has been identified as a Communist. 
Now, he called this morning to ask if we would see him outside the 
Tolani Palace because he was afraid to come to the hearing at the 
palace grounds. 

He acknowledged that he had been a Communist, he told us he 
had left the party ; when he had left the party; gave us some interest- 
ing information that we plan to develop; stated that he will testify 
fully before the committee in executive session. And then we asked 
him if he would cooperate with the Territorial commission. He 
acknowledged that he would. And he is standing by, in the event 
that the subcommittee may want to see him again. 

Senator Warktns. May I inquire, Is this an additional witness to 
the one mentioned yesterday ¢ 

Mr. Morris. That’s right, Senator. 

The first witness this morning is Mr. Dillingham. Will you sit 
at the witness table, Mr. Dillingham, please ? 

Senator Jounston. Raise your right hand and be sworn. 

Do you solemnly swear that the evidence you give before this sub- 
committee will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the 
truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. DitzincHam. I do. 

Senator Jonnsron. Have a seat. 
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TESTIMONY OF BENJAMIN FRANKLIN DILLINGHAM 


Mr. Morris. Will you give your name and address to the shorthand 
reporter, Mr. Dillingham, please ? 

Mr. Ditincuam. My name is Benjamin Franklin Dillingham. 

Mr. Morris. And where do you reside? 

Mr. DitirncHam. 3227 Diamond Head Road, Honolulu, T. H. 

Mr. Morris. Now, were you born in Honolulu, Mr. Dillingham ? 

Mr. Diuincuam, Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. How long have you lived in Honolulu since that time ? 

Mr. Dittincuam. Forty years, unfortunately. 

Mr. Morris. Have you held office in the Territory ? 

Mr. DittrneHam. Yes, sir, I have. 

Mr. Morris, I wonder if you would relate to the committee what 
offices you have held ? 

Mr. DittincHamM. In 1946 I was elected to the board of supervisors 
of the city and county of Honolulu, which office I held until elected 
to the senate in the fall of 1948, the Territorial senate, that is, and I 
held that office until—well, my term expires January 1, 1957. 

Mr. Morris. Have you held any other positions in the Territory ? 

Mr. DitrncHam. In a private capacity, yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. You have been a senator, have you not ? 

Mr. Dittineuam. Territorial senator; my term expires as of the 
end of this year. 

Mr. Morris. Now, you have also been active in business here? 

Mr. DiuitincHam. Yes, sir, I have. 

Mr. Morris. Will you tell us about that, Mr. Dillingham? 

Mr. Diut1neHam. At the present time, sir, I am vice president and 
general manager of the Oahu Railway & Land Co. 

Mr. Morris. And how long have you held that position ? 

Mr. DittrncHam. For approximately 8 years. 

Mr. Morris. Who is your father, Mr. Dillingham ? 

Mr. DittincHaM. father is Walter F. Dillingham. 

Mr. Morris. And he las been active in the community here for many 
years, has he not? 

Mr. Ditirnenam. Yes, sir, he has. 

Mr. Morris. Has he been active in business? 

Mr. DriineHam. Still active. He serves as president of the com- 
pany in which I serve as manager. 

Mr. Morris. I see. He is well and favorably known on this island ? 

Mr. DiurncHam. Well known, yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Now, have you had an opportunity, Mr. Dillingham, 
of observing the influence of the International Longshoremen’s & 
Warehousemen’s Union and the United Public Workers on the com- 
munity of Hawaii? 

Mr. DittinGHAm. Yes, sir, I have. 

Mr. Morris. Have you, with particularity, had an opportunity to 
notice its influence on management and business penerally? 

Mr. Dinurneuam. Yes, I have. 

Mr. Morris. Are there any observations that you can tell this com- 
mittee, based on your own experience, about the relationship between 
business generally and management generally and the leaders of the 
ILWU? 
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Mr, Duxinenam. Well, sir, the record has been fairly obvious, par- 
ticularly since the end of World War II. It has been a record marked 
by ups and downs, a good deal of turbulence, particularly in the early 
years after the war. There has been a great deal more stability re- 
cently than there was in the opening phases of these labor relation- 
ships, but I will say that the situation is, at the moment, on a reason- 
ably favorable basis—explosive but favorable. 

Reaaten We ker. What is that? “Explosive but favorable”? 

Mr. DurneHam. It issubjecttochange. Inflammable. 

Senator Weiker. You used the word “explosive” ? 

Mr. Dixuineuam. It is an explosive proposition, yes. 

Mr. Morris. Has the conviction of hi ack Hall and the other six de- 
fendants in the Smith Act trial of 1953, as well as the litigation in 
which, or the trial, I think, in which Harry Bridges, the international 
president of the ILWU, was a party, made an impression at all on 
management ? 

Mr. Dizirncuam. Well, I think it has made an impression, Mr. 
Morris, but the fact that the conviction has been followed up by long 
delays in any decisive action being taken, has tended to minimize the 
impact of that conviction. And I think that has left its mark not only 
upon management, but also upon the community at large.’ 

Senator Jounston. You mean to say by that, that the delay in the 
case has brought a bad effect upon the public here ? 

Mr. Ditirycuam, A very, very unfortunate effect, yes, Senator. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Dillingham, have you noticed in recent days, this 
month I should say, there has been a series of testimonial] dinners for 
Mr. Jack Hall? 

Mr, Diutincuam. That is correct. I have noticed that. 

Mr. Morris. Have representatives of management, according to 
what you may have learned from press reports and other sources, at- 
tended these testimonial dinners? 

Mr. DrtincHam. I have seen the names of one or two mentioned 
. the press, yes, sir. How many were actually in attendance, I don’t 

now. 

Mr. Morris. Now, based on your experience as a businessman, on 
the part of business management, do you feel that management of re- 
sponsible business should attend a testimonial dinner for Mr. Jack 
Hall, under the circumstances? 

Mr, Dream. Under the circumstances, I do not, Mr. Morris. 

Mr. Morrts. Will you tell us why you say that, Mr. Dillingham? 

Mr. Diarncnam. Mr. Morris, Mr. Hall has been convicted of an act 
that is, from my point of view, tantamount to treason. Now, regard- 
less of what one may feel personally about Mr. Hall, what he repre- 
sents and the job that he is doing, the fact remains that under the 
judicial system of our country, he has been duly tried and convicted. 
Now, I don’t think that that fact can be minimized or overlooked, and 
T don’t see how any person in a responsible business or otherwise, who 
claims to be loyal to the United States and therefore to all its prin- 
ciples and institutions, can overlook that very important fact by going 
to a dinner in testimony or in honor of that individual. 

As I understood, it wasn’t a question of paying tribute to the ILWU 
as an organization, to its seaebeenit , or toits accomplishments, but 
it was paying tribute to the individual. And under the circumstances, 
I think it is incredible that anyone could, who claims to be loyal to 
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yo country, pay tribute to him in the way of attending a testimonial 
inner. 

Senator Watkins. May I ask you: How extensive was the attend- 
ance at that testimonial, at least from the point of view of business 
or management ? 

Mr. Dru1ncHam. Sir, I am unable to say how extensive it was. I 
know, from what I have been told, that a good many business leaders 
were invited to attend the dinner. And out of that, I saw the names 
of only one or two that I was able to recognize as businessmen who 
actually did attend, not necessarily the dinner that was given here 
but at one of two of the other dinners on the outside islands. How 
many actually attended, sir, I could not say. 

Mr. Morrts. Senator, I have some press clippings here, which indi- 
cate that in one case a manager of a sugar company and in another 
case the general manager of a biscuit and bread company did attend 
this public dinner for Mr. Hall. 

I wonder if they might go into the record at this time. I know it 
is a newspaper report, and it is conceivable that the people weren’t 
there, but it would be hard to see that the newspaper would report 
their presence, and particularly if they quote them. In one case the 
paper reports that, “In a brief talk” one man “expressed his pleasure 
at being with the workers outside of working hours.” 

Senator Jounston. These shall go into the record. 

(The clipping above referred to reads as follows :) 


{Labor, September 4, 1956] 
ILWU Fees Secure Now, Jack Hatt Says 


Huo, T. H., September 4.—In contract negotiations a year ago the ILWU was 
fighting for survival, according to its regional director, Jack W. Hall, but today 
he feels it is secure. 

He made the comment while addressing a testimonial dinner held for him 
Sunday at the Hotel Honokaa Club. 

i and public officials were among the estimated 230 persons who 
attended. , 

Generally speaking, the union is enjoying good relations with industry, accord- 
ing to Hall. 

He added that the union will keep trying to consider the public in all its nego- 
tiations. 

FROM AND TO 


The ILWU will look into problems affecting the Territory, such as employment 
and schools, because the union is looking not only for what it can get from the 
Territory, but what it can contribute, Hall said. 

County Chairman James Kealoha, one of the guest speakers, commented on 
union gains, and expressed the hope that union and management will continue 
to “get along.” 

The union is ready to go on record as prepared to give moral, physical, and 
financial support to Jack Hall, said Saburo Fupisaki, union defense and member- 
ship service director. 

Antonio Rania, president of local 142, said he is sure the Honokaa unit will be 
working with management for peaceful solutions of problems, and gave examples 
of how this has been accomplished. 

PLEASED 


In a brief talk, Manager Richard M. Frazier of the Honokaa Sugar Co, expressed 
his pleasure at being with the workers outside working hours. 

The speakers also included George Martin, Hawaii division director of the 
ILWU ; Yoshito Takamine, master of ceremonies; and Felomino Fuerte, chair- 
man of the dinner program. 
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Senator Wetxer. Mr. Chairman, may I have only one question? 

Senator Jounston. Yes. Proceed. 

Senator Wetxer. Were you invited to attend any of the testimonial 
dinners for Jack Hall? 

Mr. DuiincHam. I was extended an invitation, Senator, on an in- 
formal basis; that is, that I did not receive any formal invitation, but 
1 was “sounded out,” you might say. 

Senator WELKER. Oo “sounded? ’ you out ? 

Mr. Duuincuam. A member of the ILWU, Senator. 

Senator Werxer. And you didn’t see fit to be “sounded” ? 

Mr. Dittincuam. That is correct. 

Senator Werker. And you did not attend the meeting ? 

Mr. Diu1neuam. I did not, no, sir. 

Senator Weixer. Thank you. 

Senator Jonnston. Do you know whether or not they sent out any 
formal invitations or just invited people? 

Mr, DiiincHam. No, sir, I don’t know whether they sent out any 
formal invitations. This gentleman, I might say, is a friend of mine, 
and I have no reason to suspect his own loyalty whatsoever. And he 
came to me as a friend and asked me, and I explained to him, as I ex- 
plained to you this morning, the reasons why I could not see my way 
clear to attend that dinner. 

Senator Jounston. So you believe it was wrong for them to have 
attended this dinner, and especially attend a dinner and give no rea- 
sons for attending. It could be possible that someone could attend 
a dinner and give their reasons, unless the public knows they were 
there in order to find out some facts. That would not be a harm, 
would it? 

Mr. Dui1newam. I don’t see that any harm would come of that, 
Senator. But I think it does add to the general confusion surrounding 
this issue. People have not seen it clearly and they have not thought 
it all the way through. 

Senator Jounston. Especially when the case had been tried and 
the conviction was pending and was on its way to the appellate court. 

Mr. DiuaineHam. That is correct. In a sense, it stands for a con- 
tempt of our judicial process, in my opinion, 

r. Morris. Do you think that has an adverse effect on the com- 
munity in general ? . 

Mr. DuirNenam. Adversely, in this way, Mr. Morris. That it 
tends to becloud the issue and to make it fuzzy. “What’s wrong with 
attending a dinner to a certain individual?” And then, “Well, so 
and so went, and so and so went. Well, if they went, what’s wrong? 
Wasn’t any harm to be done.” 

But the issue wasn’t ‘pointed up clearly. And that’s the problem 
we really face in this whole Communist issue, not only in this Territory 
but throughout the United States. The issue isn’t clearly defined. 

Senator Warxins. It may be construed as an approval of the con- 
duct of the person who was being honored. 

Mr. Duarnenam. That is true, Senator, and in some instances you 
can approve the conduct of the individual concerned. As a union 
leader, there are many'things that individual has done that is worthy. 
of approval. You can’t condemn him for his union conduct. But, 
as I clearly found out to my own satisfaction, that testimonial dinner 
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was not given in honor of the individual as a union leader, it was given 
for him personally. . 

Well, he is a convicted man, a man convicted of treason to his coun- 
try. And that’s the issue. Not the fact that he was a good fellow or 
that he keeps his word, or that he is an able union leader, that he has 
got an interest in the welfare of a number of men who are depending 
upon him to negotiate their contractual relations, and so forth. 

Senator Warkrns. The very fact that he was convicted of the crime 
charged, would certainly not make him a good leader. Because if 
he were able to accomplish what has been charged—that is, the over- 
throw of the Government by force and violence—that would have 
been completely contrary to the interest of every laboring man in the 
United States. 

Mr. Drziincuam. I quite agree with you, Senator. But on the 
other hand, he remains free, his case is on appeal, he is allowed all the 
freedom that you and I are allowed, practically, with the exception 
that he has to ask the court occasionally, when he wants to take a trip 
to San Francisco. And years go by and absolutely nothing has hap- 
pened. And in the meantime his chief, Mr. Bridges, gives out the 
impression that nothing is going to happen, any more than anything 
has happened to him since the days when he first took over as a union 
leader. He can defy the courts and defy the President of the United 
States, he can defy the United States Con and the people gen- 
erally, and continue to breeze along unscathed. That is the factual 
situation. 

Senator Jonnston. So in effect, just giving a dinner and ae a 
dinner for him, and even though it was only the union members that 
attended, it really is not the proper thing to do under the circum- 
stances ? 

Mr. Dutrncuam. In my opinion, sir, very definitely improper. 

Senator Jonnston. We know from this investigation that a great 
many, and I am glad to say a large majority, of the union members 
are true and loyal Americans. 

Mr. DizitrncHam. That is correct. 

Senator Jounston. But when they ae in things of this na- 
ture, like this dinner given for Jack Hall, it is a blot upon the whole 
union, when they attend mass meetings such as this. Isn’t that true? 

Mr. DittincHam. IT say not upon upon the union, Senator, but upon 
all who would pay tribute to him. 

Senator Jounston. Pay tribute, yes. p> 

Senator Burier. And is but a part of a general pattern, is it not, 
to run down the courts and recognized authority ? 

Mr. DiitincHam. That is correct. 

Senator Warns. I would like to observe, Mr. Dillingham, that I 
think the members of this committee, and 1 know I do personally, 
deplore very much the long delay in the courts with respect to the final 
settlement of the fee or appeals which have been pending. 

The courts may have some explanation, I don’t know. re are 
matters occurring frequently in connection with cases that have taken 
many months to try and involve a large number of documents and a 
great deal of testimony. They take quite a while to get those cases 
properly prepared for argument before the appellate courts. But it 
seems to me that within the od. of time—as I understand it has 
been over three years—it would seem that more than ample time has 
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been allowed for any ordinary delays that are caused by reason of the 
circumstances of the particular litigation. 

Mr. Dittincuam, No question. 

Senator Warxins. I have heretofore expressed my feeling in con- 
nection with that situation. I do hope the courts are going to move 
now in the direction of getting this matter disposed of. I can under- 
stand full well how the people would feel, how the business people 
and others would feel, “Well, maybe there isn’t anything wrong.” It 
seems to give an impression that “Whatever was done there doesn’t 
amount to very much or else the United States Government, its judicial 
department, would move along like anyone else and have it determined 
one way or the other, whether they were guilty or not guilty, whether 
they had a fair trial, and if they hadn’t had a fair trial, send it back 
for a new trial.” 

Mr, Duiineuam. It loses all its punch and all its impact, all its 
sense of urgency and importance. 

Gentine Weenie. It is very deplorable that it has gone that length 
of time. The courts may have some reasonable explanation for it—I 
don’t know—but they’re entitled at least to have their day in court, 
to explain why this long delay has happened. And they may have a 
logical reason. But as the record now stands, it seems to me that it has 
been entirely too long. 

Mr. Duaincuam. If I may suggest, sir, it seems to me in a matter 
of this kind that some special judicial process could be provided to dis- 
patch these cases which in effect involve a question of loyalty or 
treason, or what-have-you. In the military they have courts-martial 
and the thing is dispensed with very quickly. It seems to me we face a 
similar situation in civil circumstances and provision should be made, 
other than through the routine processes, to handle cases of this kind. 

Senator Warxtns. There may be a suggestion that, at this time, it 
should be studied with respect to future legislation. But we can move 
with more dispatch than we’re moving. It may be necessary to con- 
sider the enactment of new legislation or amending of old legislation. 

Mr. Dizitrncuam. Yes, sir. 

Senator Warxrns. It may be necessary sometime to amend the 
Constitution itself to meet the modern situation that we are facing, 
that was not even thought of at the time our present Constituion was 
adopted. Of course, that is one reason why machinery was set up to 
amend the Constitution—to meet new and changing conditions. 

Mr. Dirxrncuam. Right. 

Senator Butirr. Do you have any idea that, if the situation was 
Pre “ Mr. Hall was in jail, this thing would take 314 years to be 

sposed 0 

Mr. Diineuam. Sir, I don’t quite understand your question. 

Senator Butter, The question is this, When a person is unable to 
obtain speedy justice, there’s always a way found to get him a trial, 
isn’t there ? 

Mr. DitirncHam. Yes. 

Senator Butirr. Well now, if this situation was reversed and the 

erson convicted was not at liberty, don’t you think it would have been 
Siacund a much quicker ? ' 

Mr. Dittrneuam. I think it would help a great deal. 

Mr. Morrts, Mr. Dilli , has the fact that Harry Bridges, him- 
self, president of the ILWU, was convicted of fraud on the United 








2470 SCOPE OF SOVIET ACTIVITY IN THE UNITED STATES 


States Government, in that he denied Communist Party membershi 
As the Chair knows, that conviction was subsequently set aside be- 
cause the Supreme Court held that the statute of limitations—not that 
there was anything substantively wrong with the conviction, but the 
statute of limitations had run. And as you know, there was another 
court action involving Mr. Bridges. 

Has the fact that Mr. Bridges and Mr. Hall are the bargaining agents 
for the workers before the National Labor Relations Board, has the 
fact of their Communist associations, such as I have stated them, been 
resented or opposed by management and business generally ? 

Mr. Drutrnenam. Well, I would say, Mr. Morris, it has been re- 
sented privately but their resentment has not been set forth or put 
forth or expressed effectively, publicly, so that the impression gained 
abroad is that even business is obliged, whether by preference or by 
law, or what-have-you, to deal with these people. And there again it 
has had the watering-down effect of the seriousness of the charge. 

Senator JoHnston. So it is your belief, then, that they are afraid to 
express themselves freely, for fear it might hurt their business ? 

Mr. Dittrncuam. In effect; yes. 

Mr. Morris. Do you think that is the proper attitude to be taken by 
pie nd management with respect to this particular Communist 

roblem ? 
‘ Mr. DitirncHam. No, sir. I think it is a very unfortunate attitude 
to take. But on the other hand, business people have felt, I am sure, 
that they are up against a realistic situation and that they are in the 
position of being ruined financially if they do come to terms, That 
there was no one else could come to their rescue. They had to bail 
themselves out of the boat themselves. 

Mr. Morris. Do you recall when Secretary of Labor Mitchell visited 
Honolulu ? 

Mr. Dnainenam. Yes, sir, Ido. 

Mr. Morris. What took place at that time, Mr. Dillingham? 

Mr. DittincHam. Well, at that time, from the standpoint of labor- 
management relationship, labor and man ent were in negotiations 
for sugar and pineapple contracts renewals. And Mr. Mitchell made 
a statement in San Francisco that offended Mr. Bridges’ sensibilities, 
and as a result, when Mr. Mitchell arrived here, Mr. Bridges an- 
nounced that all negotiations would be broken off with management 
until Mr. Mitchell’s departure. 

Mr. Morris. That was not a proper reason for the breaking off of 
negotiations, was it, Mr. Dillingham ? 

Mr. Duourenam. It had aes nothing to do with manage- 
ment, any more than your investigations here should have caused work 
stoppages or threatened strikes that were threatened in anticipation 
of your arrival. But the other was even more farfetched. There was 
absolutely nothing in connection with Mr. Mitchell’s visit having to do 
with management-labor relations or negotiations, or what-have-you. 
But simply because Mr. Mitchell made a remark in San Francisco that 
didn’t please Mr. Bridges, why, he simply in protest wanted to show 
his authority by breaking off negotiations at the time. 

Mr. Morris. Now, did management insist that negotiations be con- 
tinued ? 

Mr. Drirncuam. Management took a very unfortunate, weak- 
kneed position, and in effect said, “Well, a the boys are ready 
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to come back and talk to us, we will wait and bide our time, and we 
will talk to them when they re good and ready to talk to us.” 

It didn’t have a very salutary effect anywhere, either. Frankly, it 
showed. a very “gutless” position on the part of management leaders 
here. 

Mr. Morris. Now, do you feel if the management leaders would take 
a stronger stand with respect to these things that the effect on the com- 
munity would be an improvement ? 

Mr. Dmuineuam. It would certainly help, Mr. Morris. There is no 
question about it. 

Senator Weiker. Mr, Chairman. 

Senator Jounston. The Senator from Idaho. 

Senator Werxer. Mr. Dillingham, your testimony has*been very 
enlightening and you made one statement that I would like to have in 
the record and have you broaden your opinions on it. And that is: 
How could management, how could the islands be ruined financially by 
the activities of Mr. Bridges or Mr. Hall? I want you to go into the 
whole thing and tell us, so this committee will understand, just what 
would happen to the economy of the islands and the mainland and 
what would happen to this defense bastion, should they decide to call 
their walkout. strike arbitrarily, such as they did in the Mitchell case, 
such as they did when we arrived here. I wish you would feel free 
and go right into that and tell us just what would happen. 

Mr. Ditiincuam. Senator Welker, we, as you know, are primarily 
an agricultural community and, outside of the basic industries of sugar 
and pineapple, we are dependent upon service industries to service in 
effect, those two basic industries. Now that is outside of any businesses 
that are affected by the presence here of our armed services. Because 
we are an agricultural community, we’re particularly vulnerable to 
plantlife, you might say, so that, when pineapples get ripe, they don’t 
wait because there’s a strike going on, they have to picked when they’re 
ripe. The plantings have to go forward in order to meet the cycles, 
to assure a constant rate of production. They have to be weeded, they 
have to be fertilized, they — to be sprayed against blight. And, 
when a strike is called, all of that stops. 

In the sugar industry, in addition to those factors, sugar must be 
watered, and when you don’t water the cane it dies, and it died in 1946, 
I believe it was, when there was a very serious sugar strike here, island- 
wide. Not a drop of water was put on the cane. It dried up and 
looked like grass, Acres of it. ae forever. Two years of effort 
thrown out the window for that fact. — 

Now, a strike in the pineapple industry can wipe out a crop, wipe 
out. several crops. It can wipe out the harvest. The same applies in 
the sugar industry. And then, once you have—assuming you yg got 
the sugar harvested and in the raw condition, and pineapple in the 
cans, it. is important to get that sugar and pineapple to market, because 
you don’t get paid for that crop unless it is marketed, shipped. 

And because of the hold which the ILWU has over the shipping 
industry, a stoppage there can block you again from getting any of 
_ those products out of the Territory and to market. 

Likewise, we depend upon shipping for virtually all our basic 
needs of life here. Outside of airmail and a few commodities that 
can be, brought in by air, we have no trucking service, we have no 
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railroad service to fall back on, to relate us, to tie us to other communi- 
ties of the United States; we are dependent upon ships. So when the 
shipping is cut off, we’re not only denied access to the mainland for the 
sale of our products we produce here and depend upon for a livelihood, 
but we are denied an opportunity to receive our food, our clothing, 
our necessary supplies. 

And when you realize—and as I say, except for the military, which 
is very substantial to be sure, but. it is not by any means our staff of 
life, you might say, when you realize that the shipping and the pine- 
apple and the sugar industries are subject to the whim, regardless of 
contract or any kind of obligation, subject to the whim of one man, you 
will understand the position this community is in every day, every 
week, every month of every year. 

And his behavior, as you have had an opportunity to witness, is 
purely a matter of whim. He has contracts with these men, these in- 
dustries, sugar, pineapple, and shipping, today, binding contracts. 
And yet because your committee wished to come here to the islands to 
find out what the score was on communism, he just paid absolutely no 
attention to the contractual commitments whatsoever; as, I say, a 
matter of whim, he was going to shut us down. 

What does that mean? Well. there isn’t any dictator anywhere in 
the whole world that has any more power than that, Senator—none. 

Senator Jounston. Under their contract, it doesn’t give them a 
right to strike just because we come here to hold a hearing, does it? 

r. DirrncHam, No, sir. 

Senator Jounston. That being so, isn’t it true that one of your 
planters, or a man that is damaged by that, under our laws could sue 
the union as a whole and collect for the damages done ? 

Mr. DititincHam. That is correct, Senator. But that takes another 
10 years of legal procedure. 

rankly, it is terribly involved, terribly complicated. Drags on and 
onandon. And in the end they make a settlement. 

They had a situation like that, Senator, very recently, which was 
settled with these fellows. 

Senator Jounston. As I see it, you’re going to have to have some 
planters willing to sacrifice themselves in order to get justice. Isn’t 
that about true 

Mr. DuirneHam. Yes, sir. And I feel that they will be willing to 
make that sacrifice if they have the feeling they are going to be prop- 
erly backed up in due time. It is one thing to give your life or your 
fortune in the belief that it is going to accomplish something. But 
when you are merely put on the altar of sacrifice as a good fellow and 
somebody else is going to move in and reap the reward, that’s hardly 
an inducement to make the kind of sacrifice or take the kind of cour- 

us position that is very desperately needed at this time. 

ut I think that calls for very definite help from the Government 
itself. As you know, not having re tatives in Congress, we do 
feel somewhat helpless out here In other words, our 


i. , 
real position is not adequately a i in Washington. And we 
are dependent upon the ederal vernment for support. Moral sup- 
port, if nothing else, but certainly Rene there are many 
things that we can’t, as a Territory, accomplish as the States are able 
to do. We don’t have that position. And that support has not been 
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forthcoming. We have not had adequate understanding and apprecia- 
tion to back up what’s been tried to be done here. 

And it has been cleverly confused, the whole issue has been cleverly 
confused with unionism as such. Nobody here wants to be antilabor 
or antiunion. They don’t even want to risk being charged with that. 
But we’re 5,000 miles from Washington, and it is very easy, with the 
kind of publicity we have gotten here over the years, to write us off 
as a kind of feudal society under a Big Five domination and leave it at 
that. And if they can get the Big Five, why maybe that’s all to 
the good, too. 

Senator Jounsron. I want you to know that I’m speaking person- 
ally when I say this. I think you need a union. I think unions 
are good things in their ee and when properly handled and with 

roper officials at the head. But when any union becomes so dominated 
y the Communists that the CIO throws that union out, then I think 
it is time for a nation to wake up and do something about it. 

ae Drurneuam. Well, sir, the only thing we want to know is what 
to do. 

Senator Warkrns. Mr. Chairman, what is your opinion with re- 
spect to why the labor union has taken the position it has? Is it be- 
cause the rank and file favor such a program of frustration and follow- 
ing whims or is it because of some other reason, some other motivation ? 

r. DirnenaM. Senator, to answer your question intelligently, 
I have to review with you the history of our industry here, which 
would be quite lengthy. 

Senator Warxtns. Can you doit briefly ? 

Mr. Driiinenam, Well, sir, let me put it this way. There was a 
time when the whip hand was in the hands of management here. 
There was domination by the Big Five; there was arrogance; it be- 
came arrogant; there was a reason for it being built up the way it was. 
And when they found themselves in the position of having everything, 
as is customary I think with human beings, they took advantage of it. 
And the time arrived where the little fellow, the laboring man, and 
others, were given a pretty thin end of things around here. 

Senator Warktns. Do you think that situation has been corrected ? 

Mr. Dirzrneuam. Yes; I think to a great extent, Senator. And of 
course, to a great extent, too, it has been forced on them through the 
advent of the union. But the union has tended to play up many of 
the things—the ILWU, let me put it that way—has tended to over- 
emphasize a lot of thi perhaps in their own interest in order to 
have a good story to tell, or something of that kind. But whatever 
the reason, this adherence to the union has come about through a feel- 
ing of frustration and resentment against the existing order of things. 

nator Warxins. It is usual in a situation of that kind. e 
general public, which probably has no direct financial interest in 
management and industry, and those who are not also members of the 
union are caught in between. 

Mr. DmxrneHam. That is correct. 

Senator Warxins. And they are the real sufferers under a situation 
of that kind. 

Mr. Dutrnenam. That is correct. ; 

Senator Warxtns. It has been charged that the union is dominated 
by those who are under the discipline of the Communist Party, and in 
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fact are Communists or have been Communists recently. Have you 
people noted anything that would indicate that is the case? Do you 
have any evidence you could submit to the committee that would ex- 
plain that situation? So far as we are concerned, we want to get 
the facts. 

Mr. Diriincuam. Yes, sir. 

Senator Warkrns. If there is nothing to those charges, we want to 
clear that up. And if the charges are true that the unions, at least 
two of them here, are Communist dominated, we want to find that 
out, because that is one of the danger signals to the country. A 
situation of that kind must not be allowed to go on, because in a 
time of crisis, of war, our very liberty might be jeopardized and the 
tide of battle might be turned against us by reason of some situation 
of that sort. 

Mr. Duuinenam., Right. 

Senator Warxrns. And that is the responsibility of this committee. 
Now, we don’t. know, when we come here, what all the facts are. We 
had an investigator go out and make some preliminary investigation. 
But obviously, in a situation we find here, it is almost impossible 
to get the evidence. Charges are made with respect to certain news- 
papers. We try to find out about the newspaper by calling those 
who appear on the surface, on the records, to be the manager and 
others connected with that newspaper, and yet they won’t talk, they 
won't say anything; they rely on the fifth amendment. 

It seems to me the local people here could greatly aid the Federal 
Government, and particularly Congress, when it uses its powers to 
investigate these matters, by helping to get the information and the 
evidence. We can’t proceed without evidence. We can’t even deter- 
mine what kind of laws we ought to pass, or whether we ought to 
have amendments to existing laws, or repeal of existing laws, adopt 
new laws, or even propose amendments to the Constitution, unless 
we can get the information on which such action can be based. 

And some people—of course many people probably—have co- 
operated, I don’t know the extent. : But it is difficult to find out, get 
evidence as to just what a certain newspaper is doing. Someway, it 
seems to me, the business people, the advertisers, or somebody, should 
come forth and say, “Well, if you can’t get these people to testify 
themselves, we know who the managers are, we know who conducts 
this newspaper,” and they should come in here and give us that 
evidence, so we can clear it up whether it is or is not Communist 
dominated. 

The mere fact that a person takes the fifth amendment is not. con- 
sidered under the law as evidence that he is guilty. That is a right 
he has under the Constitution. No court is going to consider the mere 
fact he took that course as evidence he is guilty of anything. That is 
his right under the Constitution, as the courts have construed it. So 
we need aid. The Federal agencies may have been lax. You may not 
have had the support you think you ought to have out here. On the 
other hand, we find a strong group that is willing to stand 
together in a fight for the maintenance of the American way of life, 
of our liberties; it is much easier to work with a group of that kind 
to get the evidence needed, 
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I haven’t talked to the staff about this, I don’t know how many busi- 
ness people volunteered to come forth and give what evidence they 
have in the situation we find here. 

I would like your comments on this matter of what, if any, evidence 
there is. 

Mr. Drurnenam. Senator, I am not as fair perhaps as the Consti- 
tution. 

Senator Warkrnys. In fact of the matter 

Mr. DiirneHam. When a man acts like a Communist and talks 
like one and associates with others who talk and act the same way, 
and isn’t particularly interested in safeguarding the rights of others, 
as I interpret that term, then to me he is not—well, to me he is a Com- 
munist. I don’t know how else to gather evidence. And I appreciate 
that much of the evidence I would probably gather under those cir- 
cumstances would not be admissible in a court of law. 

But as'I say, when a fellow talks and he acts and he associates and 
he conducts himself in a manner that Communists conduct themselves, 
and when he says the same kind of things that Mr. Khrushchev and 
Mr. Tito and some of these other fellows talk about, and one thing and 
another, and they talk the same as those who have been convicted of 
being Communists, then I’m satisfied, myself, that that fellow or that 
organization or that association is either Communist-dominated or 
takes the Communist line. ; 

Senator Wartxrns. Using your own basis, now, your own measuring 
stick 

Mr. Drxinenam. I can’t use any other, Senator, because, until a 
man is convicted, he is not a Communist. 

Senator Warxrns. Using that, what is your opinion with respect 
to the unions, the two unions that are under fire here or at least have 
been investigated, in the domination or control of them ? 

Mr. Duincuam. It has been my feeling for some time, Senator, 
that these two unions, and particularly the ILWU, have been led by 
Communists and are Communist-dominated, that is, influenced by the 
Communist thought and training and attitude of mind. 

Senator Warxrns. Is that with respect to the leadership only? 

Mr. DruineHam. That is with respect to the leadership only. 

Senator Watkins. What about the membership at large ? 

Mr. Dittrnenam. I have never myself been in contact with any 
member that I thought was, himself, disloyal to the United States in 
the terms I mean. Now, it doesn’t mean that they don’t have to go 
along. But I am talking about the people that I know personally and 
-_ talked to in the rank and file. They are as loyal to this country 
as Iam. 

Senator Warkrns. Is there any sugestion you have in that respect, 
in respect to an education program that might be inaugurated with 
the rank and file to help them see the necessity of throwing out of the 
management of the union those who are not loyal to this country? 

Mr. Ditirneuam. I don’t know anything—— 

Senator Warxins. That have ulterior motives in leadership in these 
unions. 

Mr. Ditinenam. I don’t know any way of doing it, Senator; ex- - 
cept by persuasion and by setting an example. And to my way of 
thinking, I think that the business community here could have done 
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a far more effective job than they have done in persuading the rank 
and file that they have been following the wrong leadership. But 
unfortunately they have not exerted that kind of leadership and the 
rank and file has nowhere else to turn. 

Senator Warxrns. I am very glad that you have made the remarks 
that you have just made. That corroborates the statement made by 
Dr. Phillips here several days ago. There is a community responsi- 
bility. It can’t all be placed on the Federal Government. After all, 
the evidence of these things happens out here, where you people see 
and observe them. 

Mr. DitzrncHam. That’s correct. 

Senator Warxins. And Congress and the Federal Government and 
the law enforcement agencies and all of those have to depend to a cer- 
tain extent upon the cooperation of the average ee e can’t have 
a large secret service, a large group of agents all over the country, try- 
ing to ferret out these sartiide We have to have rather a limited 
number of men to do this job. 

Mr. Ditirncuam. I quite agree with you. 

Senator WaTKINs. They are spread all over the world at the present 
time. We have our CIA intelligence agents, we have our CIC in the 
Army, we have other agencies which attempt to get this information. 
But after all is said and done, they are powerless unless they do get 
the cooperation of the loyal Americans. 

Mr. Driincuam. Well, Senator, I will put it this way. Ia 
with you that lots can be done at the local level. But here’s where 
you’re up against a tough situation. When you have a labor leader 
who is also a convicted Communist, there’s nothing under the law that 
says you don’t have to deal with a labor leader who is a convicted Com- 
munist. Now, in accordance with our labor laws, as long as that in- 
dividual] is a duly authorized representative of his union you have got 
to dea] with him, as I understand it. 

Now, suppose industry says, “This fellow has been convicted of be- 
ing a Communist and we won’t deal with him.” Then what? Who pro- 
tects industry in that position? The fact remains that that individual, 
just because he has been convicted, hasn’t been deprived of his status 
as agent for the union which he represents. 

Senator Warxrns. While the matter is on appeal, of course there is 
a stay of execution on the verdict rendered and the judgment. and sen- 
tence imposed is stayed so that nothing can be done any further with 
respect to that part of it, but it doesn’t alter the status which the 
man is in. 

Mr. Dui1ncuam. Even so, Senator, I feel that when there is any 

uestion, certainly if a man were under question for treason in the 

rmed Services, e wouldn’t be left in the line to carry on, while he 
was under questioning. And I feel that a situation like that has got 
to be dealt with by proper legal and—proper laws being established. 
If there’s a question about a man’s loyalty, he should be suspended 
until that matter is cleared up. 

Senator Jounston. All these questions about communism have come 
up within recent years. From your statement, then, you think it would 
probably be beneficial in a case like here, when a man has been con- 
victed by a competent court, even though the case is on appeal, that. he 
could not take any part in any labor organization nor anything deal- 
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ing with the general public even while his case is on appeal. Do you 
think that would be a good law? 

Mr. Dittinexam. Sir, I don’t know; I can’t answer you whether 
I think it would be good law or not, but it would certainly clarify a lot 
of issues and it would certainly speed up justice being done one way or 
the other, and you are certainly removing a lot of the opportunities 
for confusion and doubt about one thing and another that exists today. 

Senator Jounston. Should the legislation make it a criminal offense 
for that man to take any ions in any labor organization after his con- 
viction until he has been cleared by a court of competent jurisdiction ? 

Mr, Ditiinenam. I think that would help clarify matters. 

Senator Warxins. Mr. Chairman, at this point, I would like to make 
this observation. Sometime ago, at the beginning of these proceedings 
here, there was some suggestion made with respect to what should be 
done by the Attorney General under the Communist Control Act of 
1954. 

IT have had prepared a short memo here and I think it would be well 
worthwhile to include, at this point in the record, the summary, as 
well asa copy of Public Law 637 of the 83d Congress being an act to 
outlaw the Communist Party, to prohibit members of the Communist 
organizations from serving in certain representative capacities and for 
other pu 
_ I note that there is some difficulty in applying that particular act 
in many cases simply because a conviction, while it covers previous 
rg oesn’t come within the 3-year period in the act itself. I would 

ike to read this particular memo. 

Effective management is the crux of a proceeding against alleged Communist- 
infiltrated unions. That term contemplates proof of Communist membership and 
activity within a 3-year period. In other words, from 1953 to 1956. Policies 
must be shown within the 3-year period, formulated and carried out pursuant to 
the direction of a Communist organization. Proof, of course, means, in all cases, 
probative evidence. Not just a lot of hearsay. Not “publicly known or identi- 
fied,” not “so referred to in the congressional committee” but proof by one in a 
position to know, invariably an ex-Communist who had direct firsthand know]- 
edge. It must be shown that the union, within a 3-year period, has been affiliated 
in any way with any such Communist organization. 

Matters relating to Communist funds and fronts are apposite in all cases, of 
course. Personal and direct knowledge of participants and members, not inves- 
tigators relying upon hearsay or researches or compilation of printed matter. 

It is of interest to score the point that in the Communist Control Act of 1954, 
all rights and contracts, wages, and pensions are preserved to the rank and file 
as the NLRB, upon petition of more than 20 percent of the employees of any 
unit, may act in their interest once the Subversive Activities Control Board and 
the courts have determined the union is Communist-dominated. 

It is a long, complicated procedure. You talk about just an ap- 
peal from an ordinary criminal conviction being complicated which 
takes a lot of time, you can imagine how long it will take if they have 
to go to the Subversive Activities Control Board. And by the way, 
the constitutionality of that act has not yet been directly passed upon 
by the Supreme Court; and it has been operating now for a number 
of years. You can see how complicated it would be for the Attorney 
General, in the absence of the kind of evidence he needs, and which 
he can’t get because the people who know would not testify. You 
can’t make them testify because they might incriminate themselves. 
How are you going to prove all these things? So it is an extremeiy 
difficult situation. 
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I have some appreciation of what Senator Johnston has suggested 
here. That we may have to do some more legislating on this point. I 
am not satisfied that this act we passed in 1954 is the answer. Maybe 
we can’t find an answer short of a constitutional amendment. But we 
certainly must try—that’s one reason why we're here, incidentally, to 
find the answer, to get the facts. 

You say we don’t pay too much attention to you in Washington, 
We're here with a speciai investigation. And incidentally, there has 
been a lot of criticism because we came out here, to this beautiful 
place—a nice place to spend a vacation—and that we just came out 
here at Government expense to spend a vacation. And when we get 
here some of you people tell us we have been neglecting you in the past 
and we ought to have been here sooner. 

At any rate, no matter who we are as individuals, what our indi- 
vidual views are, we are here representing the Congress of the United 
States, the Senate of the United States, carrying out its constitutional 
obligations and a duty imposed by an act of Congress. That’s why 
we're here. Irrespective of what you may think of us individually, 
our beliefs or our political positions or anything of that sort, we do 
come clothed with the authority of the Senate of the United States 
under the Constitution which we are all supposed to uphold. 

May this act itself be printed in the record at this point? More 
people ought to know what’s in that law. 

Senator JoHnston. It is ordered that this be printed in the record 
at this point. 

(The document referred to above was marked “Exhibit No. 398” and 
reads as follows:) 

Exursit No. 398 


Pustic Law 637—83p CoNGRESS 


AN ACT To outlaw the Communist Party, to prohibit members of Communist organiza- 
tions from serving in certain representative capacities, and for other purposes 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That this Act may be cited as the “Com- 
munist Control Act of 1954”. 


FINDINGS OF FACT 


Sec. 2. The Congress hereby finds and declares that the Communist Party 
of the United States, although purportedly a political party is in fact an instru- 
mentality of a conspiracy to overthrow the Government of the United States. 
It constitutes an authoritarian dictatorship within a republic, demanding for 
itself the rights and privileges accorded to political parties, but denying to all 
others the liberties guaranteed by the Constitution. Unlike political parties, 
which evolve their policies and programs through-public means, by the reconcilia- 
tion of a wide variety of individual views, and submit those policies and pro- 
grams to the electorate at large for approval or disapproval, the policies and 
programs of the Communist Party are secretly prescribed for it by the foreign 
leaders of the world Communist movement. Its members have no part in 
determining its goals, and are not permitted to voice dissent to party objectives. 
Unlike members of political parties, members of the Communist Party are 
recruited for indoctrination with respect to its objectives and methods, and are 
organized, instructed, and disciplined to carry into action slavishly the assign- 
ments given them by their hierarchical chieftains. Unlike political parties, 
the Communist Party acknowledges no constitutional or statutory limitations 
upon its conduct or upon that of its members. The Communist Party is relatively 
small numerically, and gives scant indication of capacity ever to attain its ends 
by lawful political means. The peril inherent in its operation arises not from 
its numbers, but from its failure to acknowledge any limitation as to the nature 
of its activities, and its dedication to the proposition that the present constitu- 
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tional Government of the United States ultimately must be brought to ruin by 
any available means, including resort to foree and violence. Holding that doc- 
trine, its role as the agency of a hostile foreign power renders its existence a clear 
present and continuing danger to the security of the United States. It is the 
means whereby individuals are seduced into the service of the world Com- 
munist movement, trained to do its bidding, and directed and controlled in the 
conspiratorial performance of their revolutionary services. Therefore, the 
Communist Party should be outlawed, 


PROSCRIBED ORGANIZATIONS 


Sec. 3. The Communist Party of the United States, or any successors of such 
party regardless of the assumed name, whose object or purpose is to overthrow 
the Government of the United States, or the government of any State, Territory, 
District, or possession thereof, or the government of any political subdivision 
therein by force and violence, are not entitled to any of the rights, privileges, and 
immunities attendant upon legal bodies created under the jurisdiction of the 
laws of the United States or any political subdivision thereof; and whatever 
rights, privileges, and immunities which have heretofore been granted to said 
party or any subsidiary organization by reason of the laws of the United States 
or any political subdivision thereof, are hereby terminated: Provided, however, 
That nothing in this section shall be construed as amending the Internal Security 
Act of 1950, as amended. 

Sec. 4. Whoever knowingly and willfully becomes or remains a member of 
(1) the Communist Party, or (2) any other organization having for one of its 
purposes or objectives the establishment, control, conduct, seizure, or overthrow 
of the Government of the United States, or the government of any State or 
political subdivision thereof, by the use of force or violence, with knowledge of 
the purpose or objective of such organization shall be subject to all the provi- 
sions and penalties of the Internal Security Act of 1950, as amended, as a mem- 
ber of a “Communist-action” organization. 

(6) For the purposes of this section, the term “Communist Party” means the 
organization now known as the Communist Party of the United States of America, 
the Communist Party of any State or subdivision thereof, and any unit or sub- 
division of any such organization, whether or not any change is hereafter made 
in the name thereof. 

Sec. 5. In determining membership or participation in the Communist Party 
or any other organization defined in this Act, or knowledge of the purpose or 
objective of such party or organization, the jury, under instructions from the 
court, shall consider evidence, if presented, as to whether the accused person: 

(1) Has been listed to his knowledge as a member in any book or any of the 
lists, records, correspondence, or any other document of the organization ; 

(2) Has made financial contribution to the organization in dues, assessments, 
loans, or in any other form ; 

(3) Has made himself subject to the discipline of the organization in any 
form whatsoever ; 

(4) Has executed orders, plans, or directives of any kind of the organization; 

(5) Has acted as an agent, courier, messenger, correspondent, organizer, or 
in any other capacity in behalf of the organization ; 

(6) Has conferred with officers or other members of the organization in behalf 
of any plan or enterprise of the oranization ; 

(7) Has been accepted to his knowledge as an officer or member of the organ- 
ization or as one to be called upon for services by other officers or members of 
the organization ; 

(8) Has written, spoken or in-any other way communicated by signal, sema- 
phore, sign, or in any other form of communication orders, directives, or plans of 
the organization ; 

(9) Has prepared documents, pamphlets, leaflets, books, or any other type of 
publication in behalf of the objectives and purposes of the organization ; 

(10) Has mailed, shipped, circulated, distributed, delivered, or in any other 
way sent or delivered to others material or propaganda of any kind in behalf of 
the organization ; 

(11) Has advised, counseled or in any other way imparted information, sug- 
gestions, recommendations to officers or members of the organization or to any- 
one else in behalf of the objectives of the organization ; 

(12) Has indicated by word, action, conduct, writing or in any other way a 
willingness to carry out in any manuer and to any degree the plans, designs, ob- 
jectives, or purposes of the organization ; 
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(13) Has in any other way participated in the activities, planning, actions, 
objectives, or purposes of the organization ; 

(14) The enumeration of the: above subjects of evidence on membership or 
participation in the Communist Party or any other organization as above defined, 
shal! not limit the inquiry into and consideration of any other subject of evidence 
on membership and participation as herein stated. 


SUBVERSIVE ACTIVITIES CONTROL ACT AMENDMENT 


Sec. 6. Subsection 5 (a) (1) of the Subversive Activities Control Act of 1950 
(50 U. 8S. C. 784) is amended by striking out the period at the end thereof and 
inserting in lieu thereof a semicolon and the following: “or 

“(B) to hold office or employment with any labor organization, as that 
term is defined in section 2 (5) of the National Labor Relations Act, as 
amended (29 U. 8S. C. 152), or to represent any employer in any matter or 
proceeding arising or pending under that Act.” 


COMMUNIST-INFILTRATED ORGANIZATIONS 


Sec. 7. (a) Section 3 of the Subversive Activities Control Act of 1950 (50 
U. 8. C. 782) is amended by inserting, immediately after paragraph (4) thereof, 
the following new paragraph : 

“(4A) The term ‘Communist-infiltrated organization’ means any organization 
in the United States (other than a Communist-action organization or a Com- 
munist-front organization) which (A) is substantially directed, dominated, or 
eontrolled by an individual or individuals who are, or who within three years 
have been actively engaged in, giving aid or support to a Communist-action or- 
ganization, a Communist foreign government, or the world Communist movement 
referred to in section 2 of this title, and (B) is serving, or within three years has 
served, as a means for (i) the giving of aid or support to any such organization, 
government, or movement, or (ii) the impairment of the military strength of the 
United States or its industrial capacity to furnish logistical or other material sup- 
port required by its Armed Forces: Provided, however, That any labor organiza- 
tion which is an affiliate in good standing of a national federation or other labor 
organization whose policies and activities have been directed to opposing Com- 
munist organizations, any Communist foreign government, or the world Com- 
munist movement, shall be presumed prima facie not to be a ‘Communist-infil- 
trated organization’.” 

(b) Paragraph (5) of such section is amended to read as follows: 

“(5) The term ‘Communist organization’ means any Communist-action organ- 
ization, Communist-front organization, or Communist-infiltrated organization.” 

(ce) Subsections 5 (c) and 6 (c) of such Act are repealed. 

Sec. 8. (a) Section 10 of such Act (50 U. S. C. 789) is amended by inserting, im- 
mediately after the words “final order of the Board requiring it register under 
section 7”, the words “or determining that it is a Communist-infiltrated organ- 
ization”. 

(b) Subsections (a) and (b) of section 11 of such Act (50 U. 8. C. 790) are 
amended by inserting immediately proceeding the period at the end of each such 
subsection, the following: “or determining that it is a Communist-infiltrated or- 
ganization”’. 

Sec. 9. (a) Subsection 12 (e) of such Act (50 U. S. C. 791) is amended by— 

(1) striking out the period at the end thereof and inserting in lieu ‘thereof 
a semicolon and the word “and”; and 

(2) inserting at the end thereof the following new paragraph; 

“(3) upon any application made under subsection (a) or subsection (b) 
of section 13A of this title, to determine whether any organization is a Com- 
munist-infiltrated organization.” 

(b) The section caption to section 13 of such Act (50 U. S. ©. 792) is amended 
to read as follows: “REGISTRATION PROCEEDINGS BEFORE THE BOARD”. 

Sec. 10. Such Act is amended by inserting, immediately after section 18 thereof, 
the following new section : 


“PROCEEDINGS WITH RESPECT TO COMMUNIST-INFILTRATED ORGANIZATIONS 


“Sec. 13A. (a) Whenever the Attorney General has reason to believe that any 
organization is a Communist-infiltrated organization, he may file with the Board 
and serve upon such organization a petition for a determination that such organ- 
ization is a Communist-infiltrated organization. In any proceeding so instituted, 
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two or more affiliated organizations may be named as joint respondents. When- 
ever any such petition is accompanied by a certificate of the Attorney General to 
the effect that the proceeding so instituted is one of exceptional public importance, 
such proceeding shall be set for hearing at the earliest possible time and all pro- 
ceedings therein before the Board or any court shall be expedited to the greatest 
practicable extent. 

“(b) Any organization which has been determined under this section to be a 
Communist-infiltrated organization may, within six months after such deter- 
mination, file with the Board and serve upon the Attorney General a petition for 
a determination that such organization no longer is a Communist-infiltrated or- 
ganization. 

“(¢) Each such petition shall be verified under oath, and shall contain a state- 
ment of the facts relied upon in support thereof. Upon the filing of any such 
petition, the Board shall serve upon each party to such proceeding a notice specify- 
ing the time and place for hearing upon such petition. No such hearing shall 
be conducted within twenty days after the service of such notice. 

“(d) The provisions of subsections (c) and (d) of section 13 shall apply to 
hearings conducted under this section, except that upon the failure of any organ- 
ization named as a party in any petition filed by or duly served upon it pursuant 
to this section to appear at any hearing upon such petition, the Board may con- 
duct such hearing in the absence of such organization and may enter such order 
under this section as the Board shall determine to be warranted by evidence 
presented at such hearing. 

“(e) In determining whether any organization is a Communist-infiltrated 
organization, the Board shall consider— 

“(1) to what extent, if any, the effective management of the affairs of 
such organization is conducted by one or more individuals who are, or within 
two years have been, (A) members, agents, or representatives of any Com- 
munist organization, and Communist foreign government, or the world Com- 
munist movement referred to in section 2 of this title, with knowledge of 
the nature and purpose thereof, or (B) engaged in giving aid or support to 
any such organization, government, or movement with knowledge of the 
nature and purpose thereof ; 

“(2) to what extent, if any, the policies of such organization are, or within 
three years have been, formulated and carried out pursuant to the direc- 
tion or advice of any member, agent, or representative of any such organiza- 
tion, government, or movement ; 

“(3) to what extent, if any, the personnel and resources of such organ- 
ization are, or within three years have been, used to further or promote the 
objectives of any such Communist organization, government, or movement ; 

“(4) to what extent, if any, such organization within three years has 
received from, or furnished to or for the use of, any such Communist organ- 
ization, government, or movement any funds or other material assistance ; 

“(5) to what extent, if any, such organization is, or within three years 

s been, affiliated in any way with any such Communist organization, 
vernment, or movement ; 

“(6) to what extent, if any, the affiliation of such organization, or of 
any individual or individuals who are members thereof or who manage its 
affairs, with any such Communist organization, government, or movement 
is concealed from or is not disclosed te the membership of such organiza- 


“(7) to what extent, if any, such organization or any of its members or 
managers are, or within three years have been, knowingly engaged— 
“(A) in any conduct punishable under section 4 or 15 of this Act or under 
chapter 37, 105, or 115 of title 18 of the United States Code; or 
“(B) with intent to impair the military strength of the United States 
or its industrial capacity to furnish logistical or other support required by 
its armed forces, in any activity resulting in or contributing to any such 


“(f) After hearing upon any petition filed under this section, the Board shall 
ing in which it shall state its findings as to the facts 


SB 
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_and its conclusions with respect to the issues presented by such petition, (2) 


enter its order granting or denying the determination sought by such petition, 
and (3) serve upon each party to the proceeding a copy of such order. Any order. 

on the question whether any organization is a Com- 
munist-infiltrated organization shall become final as provided in section 14 (b) 
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“(g) When any order has been entered by the Board under this section with 
respect to any labor organization or employer (as these terms are defined by 
section 2 of the National Labor Relations Act, as amended, and which are organi- 
zations within the meaning of section 3 of the Subversive Activities Control Act 
of 1950), the Board shall serve a true and correct copy of such order upon the 
National Labor Relations Board and shall publish in the Federal Register a 
statement of the substance of such order and its effective date. 

“(h) When there is in effect a final order of the Board determining that any 
such labor organization is a Communist-action organization, a Communist-front 
organization, or a Communist-infiltrated organization, such labor organization 
shall be ineligible to— 

“(1) act as representative of any employee within the meaning or for the 
purposes 7 section 7 of the National Labor Relations Act, as amended (29 
U. 8. C. 157) ; 

“(2) serve as an exclusive representative of employees of any bargaining 
unit under section 9 of such Act, as amended (29 U.S. ©. 159) ; 

“(3) make, or obtain any hearing upon, any charge under section 10 of 
such Act (29 U. 8. C. 160) ; or 

“(4) exercise any other right or privilege, or receive any other benefit, 
substantive or procedural, provided by such Act for labor organizations. 

““(i{) When an order of the Board determining that any such labor organization 
is a Communist-infiltrated organization has become final, and such labor organi- 
zation theretofore has been certified under the National Labor Relations Act, as 
amended, as a representative of employees in any bargaining unit— 

“(1) a question of representation affecting commerce, within the meaning 
of section 9 (c) of such Act, shall be deemed to exist with respect to such 
bargaining unit; and 

“(2) the National Labor Relations Board, upon petition of not less than 
20 per centum of the employees in such bargaining unit or any person or 
persons acting in their behalf, shall under section 9 of such Act (notwith- 
standing any limitation of time contained therein) direct elections in such 
bargaining unit or any subdivision thereof (A) for the selection of a rep- 
resentative thereof for collective bargaining purposes, and (B) to determine 
whether the employees thereof desire to rescind any authority previously 
granted to such labor organization to enter into any agreement with their 
employer pursuant to section 8 (a) (3) (ii) of such Act. 

“(j) When there is in effect a final order of the Board determining that any 
such employer is a Communist-infiltrated organization, such employer shall be 
ineligible to— 

“(1) file any petition for an election under section 9 of the National 
Labor Relations Act, as amended (29 U. 8. C. 157), or participate in any 
proceeding under such section; or 

“(2) make or obtain any hearing upon any charge under section 10 of 
such Act (29 U. 8. ©. 160); or 

“(3) exercise any other right or privilege or receive any other benefit, 
substantive or procedural, provided by such Act for employers.” 

Sec. 11. Subsections (a) and (b) of section 14 of such Act (50 U. 8S. ©. 793) 
are amended by inserting in each such subsection, immediately after the words 
“section 13”, a comma and the following: “or subsection (f) of section 13A,”. 

Sec. 12. If any provision of this title or the application thereof to any person 
or circumstances is held invalid, the remainder of the title, and the application 
of such provisions to other persons or circumstances, shall not be affected 
thereby. 

Approved August 24, 1954, 9:40 a. m., M. S. T. 

Senator Weiker. Mr. Chairman, may I interrogate? 

Senator Jounston. Senator Welker. 

Senator Weixer. Mr. Dillingham, you were asked a question by the 
Senator from Utah with respect to what you could do, what evidence 
you had and what evidence you could use as a representative of this 
community, informing us as to whether or not a man was a convicted 
Communist or a member of the Communist conspiracy. I will ask 
you if it isn’t a fact that you, as an ordinary human being, could take 
cognizance of the fact that a jury had found a man guilty of a viola- 
tion of the Smith Act, which Smith Act is designed to punish a per- 
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son who advocates the overthrow of the Government of the United 
States by force and violence. That would amount to evidence upon 
which you could base an opinion, would it not ? 

Mr. Din1rrncuam. Definitely. 

Senator Weixer. Now, Mr. Dillingham, you’ve been a very splen- 
did witness, not only for labor but for management, and for our free- 
dom-loving peoples everywhere. You are mindful of the fact, aren’t 
you, that in the crime in murder, in most cases bail is denied, for a 
charge of murder in the first degree. You are mindful of that fact? 

Mr. Drxincuam. Well, not locally, but I hope that’s true, Senator. 

Senator Wetxer. In the jurisdictions in which I am permitted to 
practice on the mainland, bailable offenses do not include murder in 
the first degree. Now, I am asking you, Mr. Dillingham, if a person 
charged with murder, the killing of an individual, with malice afore- 
thought, willfully and deliberately, should he be denied bail, wouldn’t 
it be commonsense, wouldn’t it be good justice, to deny bail to those 
charged with a violation of the Smith Act, which would overthrow 
our country by force and violence? 

r. Dirzrncuam. I would be inclined to agree with you, Senator. 

Senator Weiker. And if they were denied bail, I think you would 
agree with me that you would never have to wait for 314 years to have 
a final adjudication of their lawsuit. 

Mr. Dittincuam. That’s true, very true. 

Senator Weixer. Now, Mr. Dillingham, I want to go back to Sec- 
retary of Labor Mitchell. When did he make his remarks in San 
Francisco that offended Mr. Bridges—not Senator Styles Bridges of 
New Hampshire, but Mr. Harry Bridges? 

Mr. Diiincuam. He made those remarks on the plane, at the air- 
port in San Francisco, it was either while going from one plane to the 
other or mapping. overnight. I have forgotten how long he was in 
San Francisco. But it was while he—when he arrived in San Fran- 
cisco, prior to his coming to Honolulu. It was either that day or the 
next day. 

Senator Werker. And what year was that ? 

Mr. Ditxrncuam. That was this year. 

Senator Weixer. Now, what part of this year? 

Mr. Dizrincnam. Now, was it this year? It was last spring, Sen- 
ator, if memory serves me right. Maybe it was—I really don’t know. 
Isn’t that awful? It was within a year, if memory serves me correctly. 

Senator Werxer. And I think you told me that as a result of those 
remarks made by the Secretary of Labor, a work stoppage was called 
here in the islands? 

Mr. Diztincnam. No. The negotiations were called off. 

Senator We:xer. Negotiations were called off. 

Mr. Ditiinenam, Yes. 

Senator Weixer. Not only here in the islands but any other place? 

Mr. Diurnenam. Well, wherever they—No. They were here 
mainly, because it affected the negotiations that were going on here in 
Honolulu at the time. So it was all ILWU negotiations with manage- 
ment, going on at the time here in Honolulu. 

Senator Werxer. That was because Mr. isidiee took offense at 
whatever was said at the airport by the Secretary of Labor? 

Mr. Duiineuam. Yes, sir. 
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Senator Wetxer. You are mindful of the fact that the Secreta 
of Labor is an appointee of President Eisenhower, a Republican ad- 
ministration ? 

Mr. DitirncHam. Yes. 

Senator Wetxer. And I sup you read in the — prior to the 
November elections that Mr. tusiry Bridges had decided he was a 
Republican ? 

Mr. DrzzrncHam. Yes. 

Senator We.xer. That is all. 

Senator Jounston. Any other questions? — 

We will have 2 minutes recess. The reporter has reached a point 
where it is necessary. 

A 2-minute recess was taken.) 
nator Jounston. The committee will resume the hearing. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, I have just one question of this witness. 

In your experience as a Territorial senator, were you able to observe 
that the top officials of the TLWU, about whom we have been talking, 
were able to exercise an influence over the Territorial legislature ? 

Mr. DiutineHaM. You say “the top officials” ? 

Mr. Morris. The leadership of the ILWU. 

Mr. Dizrneuam. Yes. Yes, sir. I think that’s a fair statement. 
But I would like to point out, too, that there are others who exercised 
influence over the legislators too. I think it should be borne in mind, 
however, that under the way that our legislature has been apportioned 
for the past 55 years, that we are pouneetied in both houses by the out- 
side islands, who populationwise don’t represent probably more than 
a fourth of the population of this island alone. gS that the so-called 
proportionate representation here is “out the window.” 

Now, Congress did reapportion us in your last session and that 
should have a beneficial effect. It certainly will be fairer to the people 
on a basis of proportionate representation than under that which we 
have had. Now, 1f we have, as we will have in this next session of the 
legislature, control of both houses by the outside islands, collectively, 
and you appreciate the fact that nobody, Republican or Democrat, can 
be elected on the outside islands virtually without the support of the 
ILWU, you can see just to that degree that the ILWU has an influence 
over the affairs of this legislature. But I would like to also add the 
ILWU has been disappointed in some of the results of this legislature 
too. It hasn’t been entirely a one-way street. But you ask if they have 
exerted influence. They have, but so have other people. 

Senator Jounston. What you have called to our attention is that 
some of the islands have a small individual vote in electing their repre- 
sentatives. It makes it easy to go into that island and get control of 
the representatives from that island ? 

Mr. Dmiinenam. Yes, because you see, as the labor population 
gains franchise—originally, these laborers were aliens and they didn’t 

ave the vote. So consequently, the relatively small groups on those 
islands that had the vote were of the managerial group and were not 
subject to union or labor, let’s say, influence and so forth. But as the 
young people have come al they are American citizens, full-fledged 
citizens, as you and I are. y have now formed that labor force 
that was formerly disfranchised, and now have the franchise and 
the thing has been turned upside down. e big vote is the labor vote 
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on the outside islands today. And consequently, whichever particular 
union they are affiliated with is naturally going to have the influence 
over that membership. And in this case it happens to be the ILWU. 

Senator Jonnston. Now, I know you want it plainly understood 
that you are not advocating that they do not have the representation, 
but they should have the representation closer in accordance with the 
amount of population ? 

. Diurncuam. Oh, yes, sir. Absolutely. And it has been taken 
care of very—I hope—satisfactorily, Senator. 

Senator Jonnsron. So you think our last act will do a lot of good 
in that direction ? 

Mr. Dmiineuam. I think it will, so far as the people on this island 
are concerned, in giving us proportionate representation, yes. 

Senator Jonnston. Any other questions? 

We just wish to thank you for this valuable information and this 
background on the situation that exists here today. 

We thank you very much. 

Mr. Dii1neHam. You are very welcome, I am sure. Thank you. 

Mr. Morris. Thank you very much. 

Senator Jonnston. We must not have any demonstrations here at 
these hearings. We are here to receive information. We are glad 
to have people come and testify, and testify freely without hiding be- 
hind the fifth amendment, but at the same time we must not have any 
more demonstrations. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Myer Symonds. 

Mr. Symonps. I ask that the television be shut off. 

Senator Jounston. Do you solemnly swear that the evidence you 
give before this subcommittee will be the truth, the whole truth, and 
nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Symonps. I do. 

Senator Jonnston. Haveaseat. Witness is with you. 


TESTIMONY OF MYER C. SYMONDS 


Mr. Morris. Will you give your full name and address to the re- 
porter, Mr. Symonds? 

Mr. Symonps. My name is Myer C. Symonds. My address is 2122 
Kaloa Way, Honolulu. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Mr. Symonds, you practice law here in Honolulu, 
do you not ? 

Mr. Symonps. I do. 

Mr. Morris. And where were you born, sir? 

Mr. Symonps. I was born in Sydney, Australia. 

Mr. Morris. In what year? 

Mr. Symonps. October 13, 1909. 

Mr. Morris. And when did you come to the United States? 

Mr. Symonps. 1920. 

Mr. Morris.. Now, you graduated from the Hastings Law School in 
San Francisco in 1933, did you not? 

Mr. Symonps. That is correct. 

Mr. Morris, And you practiced law in San Francisco until 1946, 
with the exception of 2 years, when you served as infantry sergeant 
in ihe United States a 

Mr. Symonps. I wasa PFC; I was in the infantry. 








9486 SCOPE OF SOVIET ACTIVITY IN THE UNITED STATES 


Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, I ask that you 

Senator Jounston. I think the record should show that the wit- 
ness - represented here by counsel, and should give their names for the 
record. 

Mr. Anpersen. Yes. My name is George R. Andersen. I appear 
for Mr.Symonds. I also appear for Mrs. Bouslog. 

Mrs. Boustoe. And I also appear for Mr. Symonds; my name is 
Harriet Bouslog. 

Senator Jounston. Proceed. 

Mr. Morris. Now, you worked with the Office of Price Administra- 
tion during the war, did you not, Mr. Symonds ? 

Mr. Symonps. I did. 

Mr. Morris. Will you tell us what you did with that particular 
governmental agency ¢ 

Mr. Symonps. I was the regional litigation attorney. 

Mr. Morris. And how long did you serve with the OPA? 

Mr. Symonps. From sometime early in 1942 until I was inducted 
into the Army sometime early in 1944. Is that the same as your rec- 
ord, Mr. Morris? Well, if 1 am not right, I would like for you to 
correct me. I know you have a better recollection of this than I do. 
You have your notes there. 

Mr. Morris. Now, you came to Hawaii after you were discharged 
from service, did you not? 

Mr. Symonps. I came to Hawaii 10 years ago today. 

Mr. Morris. And you were admitted to practice in February 1948? 

Mr. Symonps. Yes, I think that is correct. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Mr. Symonds, did you attend the beginners class, 
professional section of the Communist Party, on August 17, 1943? 

Mr. Symonps. What year? 

Mr. Morris. August 17, 1943. 

Mr. Symonps. Mr. Chairman, I decline to answer that question for 
two reasons. First, on the basis of the first amendment, which was 
adopted as a restrietion on the power of Congress to hold such a hear- 
ing as this. This committee has stated it does not recognize the first 
amendment in these proceedings. The Supreme Court has never said 
that the committee’s position is correct. I feel confident that when 
the Supreme Court does consider what takes place in these hearings, 
that the first amendment will be restored to its proper place as a safe- 
guard against such inquisitions of the people. And my second reason 
for declining to answer the question is—— 

Senator Jounston. Let me rule on the first one. The first amend- 
ment we do not recognize as being a defense to keep you from answer- 
meen questions before this committee. 

r. Symonps. My second reason for declining to answer the ques- 
tion is that in this day of the informer and the perjurer, any attorney 
representing unpopular clients over a long period of time faces a real 
risk of prosecution although innocent of any wrongdoing. The Kauf- 
man case in Seattle involving a lawyer is a perfect example of that 
situation. 

Senator Butter. What has that got to do with answering a question 
whether or not you attended a Communist school in 1943 ? 

Mr. Symonps. I have not completed my answer yet, sir, and I would 
like to complete it. 
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_The last three cases reaching the Supreme Court involving commu- 
nism have been reversed because of perjury. 

For these reasons, I stand on the fifth amendment, not to be a witness 
against myself. 

Senator Jounston. So you are not answering that question because 
of the right granted to you under the first amendment? 

Mr. Srmonps. That is right. Under the first amendment, which I 
consider to be really as important as the fifth amendment. 

Senator Jounston. The committee does recognize your right under 
the fifth amendment but we do not recognize that you have any rights 
not to testify before this committee as far as the first amendment is 
concerned. 

Proceed. 

Senator Warxrns. Senator, I would like to state my position on 
that first amendment. I don’t think the amendment goes as far as the 
witness claims it does. The first amendment, of course, whatever it 
means, is in full force and effect. In my idgenent it does not give any 
immunity from testifying under the proceeding we are now conduct- 
a In other words, it is not a valid reason for refusing to testify. 

nator Jounston. Taking it from another angle, if you were talk- 
ing freely and I tried to stop you, I think it might be something along 
that line. If you were answering questions freely and I tried to stop 
you from answering them freely, 1 think probably that amendment 
might have some application here. 

Mr. Morris. Senator, may I ask a few questions which will tend to 
define the claim of privilege that Mr. Symonds made just now? And 
I think in prefacing what I was about to ask, I would like to state that 
I heard Mr. Andersen—your counsel, Mr. Symonds—on radio last 
night. He made the statement—and we have a recording of it here, 
Mr. Andersen, in the event I misstate it, or you can tell me what it is-— 
that the reason that you advise that Mr. Symonds not answer questions 
was that sometime in the future the Government might produce—the 
United States Government, not the Senate committee or anything 
else—might produce witnesses who would testify that Mr. Symonds 
is a member of the Communist—has been a member of the Communist 
Party, and lest. this “perjurious testimony,” I think you called it, the 
prospect of this perjurious wranene come across Mr. Symonds’ path 
at some time in the future, you would advise him that he not answer 
the question but claim his privilege under the fifth amendment. _ 

Now, as an attorney, Mr. Symonds, you know that a claim of privi- 
lege on that basis alone, the prospect that somebody may come forward 
in the future and testify differently from the way you have testified 
does not uphold your claim of privilege. If so, to analyze it very care- 
fully, it would make it possible for any witness, at any time, in any 
law court, before any legislative body, to refuse to answer. I mean that 
would completely cause the wheels of justice to grind to a standstill. 
Because if a man can say at any time: “If I answer that question now, 
somebody may come forward in the future and testify differently,” no 
witness could ever be compelled to answer any question at any time. 

So, therefore, by your very essence, that particular line of reason- 
ing naturally would have to be overruled, if that is the only reason for 
invoking the privilege under the fifth amendment. If, however, you 
reasonably feel that an answer to a question might be one link in a chain 











2488 SCOPE OF SOVIET ACTIVITY IN THE UNITED STATES 


of evidence that might possibly be introduced in some subsequent 
tribunal that could lead to your conviction for a crime, you are com- 
pletely justified in claiming your privilege under the committee 
standards. 

Now, do you, Mr. Symonds, invoke the privilege on the first ground 
only, namely, because of the ibility that, at some time in the future, 
somebody may come tevvined and testify perjuriously ? 

Mr. Symonps. It is not my intention to engage in any speeches. I 
want the chairman to know that, and I want to make my answers as 
short as possible. But I realize that without my permission, this is 
going over the air, and I want the people that are listening in, as well 
as those people who are in this room, to understand the reasons for my 
answers, I intend to do it in lawyer-like fashion and with due respect 
to the committee. 

In reply to Mr. Morris, I wish to state that I have a genuine fear of 

rosecution. I was one of the attorneys in the local Smith Act trial. 
f sat through an 8 months’ trial and I saw 7 persons convicted, al- 
though there was not a shred of testimony by any witness that any 
one of them believed in overthrowing the Government by force and 
violence. And that gives me a genuine fear of prosecution, and I do 
feel that answers to the questions that are asked me might—— 

Senator Weixer. Mr. Chairman. 

I thought you were just going to answer the question, rather than 
make a speech. 

Mr. Syrmonps. That is just what I did. , 

Senator Wetxer. Let’s throttle back or there will be some speech- 
making here. Now, let’s answer the question, please. 

Senator Jounsron. And let me warn the—he’s a lawyer and he 
knows his rights, but let me tell him one thing. We don’t want any 
statements that really reflects upon the Court and the Court’s decision 
that isnow pending. We’re not trying that case here, and we want you 
to know that. 

Mr. Symonps. Mr. Chairman, you brought me here and you are ask- 
ing me for my reasons. You are asking me to answer questions. These 
are my reasons. I wouldn’t say that under any other circumstances 
they’re not true. I am stating what I actually believe, and I actually 
believe that I am in danger of prosecution if 1 answer the questions of 
the committee. 

Senator Jounston. That’s the main thing we want to know, if you 
believe that. 

Mr. Symonpns. I certainly do. 

Senator Jonnson. If you believe that, I have ruled that that is a 
valid excuse for you not answering. 

Mr. Symonps. I also want the record to show that I equally stand on 
the first amendment, with due deference to the senior Senator from—— 

Senator Jounston. Well, we cannot keep you from standing on 
that, but neither can you keep me from ruling on that. 

Mr. Symonps. No, I can’t. 

Mr. Morris. Senator, I say the reason I did want—I made the 
statement that I did, lest the impression get into this record or be 
created that Mr. Symonds was claiming privilege only for some reason 
as suggested by Mr. Andersen last night, and I think his answer made 
it very clear that that was not the case. 
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Senator Jonnstron. I think the witness has adequately clarified the 
situation. 

Senator Warxins. I want to see if I understand it. I understand 
that you claim the full protection of the fifth amendment, on the 
ground that if you give a truthful answer it might incriminate you? 

Mr, Symonps. The fifth amendment states, in the language that 
Senator Welker stated at the first session, that I need not bear testi- 
mony or give evidence or testimony against myself. 

Senator Warxins. And you want the full protection under all of 
the grounds of the fifth amendment ? 

r. Symonps. I certainly do and under the first amendment. 

Senator Warxins. I want to make it clear that you are not just 
claiming it under one specific ground. 

Mr. Symonps. No, Senator. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Symonds, did you attend this beginners class of 
the professional section of the Communist Party from August 17, 1943 
up until September 3, 1943? 

Mr. Symonps. I am unable to pinpoint it, as to these dates you are 
giving about things, and I refuse to answer the gestion. 

Mr. Morris. For the reasons you have given ? 

Mr. Symonps. For the reasons I have already given. 

Mr. Morris. Were meetings of the aeeat class of the profes- 
sional section of the Communist Party held in your home ¢ 

Mr. Symonps. May I have that question again ? 

Mr. Morris. Were any classes of the professional—or meetings, 
rather—of the beginners class of the professional section of the Com- 
munist Party ever held in your home? 

Mr. Symonps. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Was this beginners class of the professional section of 
the Communist Party tought by a gentleman named Jules Carson— 
C-a-r-s-o-n? 

Mr. Symonps. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Did you subsequently become membership director of 
the Lawyers Club of the Communist Party in San Francisco? 

Mr. Symonps. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. When you joined the Army in 1944, were you a mem- 
ber of the profession] section of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Symonps. The same answer. 

Mr. Morris. When you entered the Army, were you placed on mili- 
tary leave from the Communist For! 

Mr. Symonps. Would you repeat that question, please ? 

Mr. Morris. When you joined the Army, were you placed on mili- 
tary leave in the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Symonps, The same answer. 

Mr. Morris. In 1946 did you become—resume your position of mem- 
bership director of the Lawyers Club of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Symonps. The same answer. 

Mr. Morris. In 1946 did you become a member of the Haymarket 
branch of the Communist ee 

Mr. Symonps. May I have that question again, please / 

Mr. Morris. In 1946 were you a member of the Haymarket branch 
of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Symonps. The same answer. 
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Mr. Morris. Now, when you came to Honolulu, did you take an oath 
before the supreme court of the Territory that you had never been a 
member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Symonps. I don’t recall any such oath. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, we have subpenaed the records of the 
chief clerk of the supreme court, and I understand he is available here 
with these records. 

Senator Jounston. Is he here now ? 

Mr. Morris. I understand he is. 

Senator Jounston. Produce them at this place in the record. 

Mr. Morrts. Will you come forward, please ¢ 

Senator Jounston. While he is looking at the record, raise your 
right hand, please, and be sworn. 

Do you swear the evidence you give before this subcommittee to be 
the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Sproat. Ido. 


TESTIMONY OF GUSTAVE K. SPROAT 


Senator Jonnston. What is your name? 

Mr. Sproat. Gustave K. Sproat. 

Senator Jounston. What is your official position ¢ 

Mr. Sproat. I am chief clerk of the Supreme Court of the Territory 
of Hawaii. 

Senator Jounston. In that position, it is your duty to keep the 
records, I believe ? 

Mr. Sproat. Yes, sir; I am custodian of the records of that court. 

Senator Jounstron. And you are familiar with the records? 

Mr. Sproat. I am. 

Senator Jounston. Witness is with you. 

— Sicumas. I wonder if you would show this to Mr, Symonds, 

please ? 

(Mr. Sproat handed a document to Mr. Symonds.) 

Mr. Morris. Will you identify that paper, sir? Will you identify 
that paper that you just gave Mr. Symonds? 

Senator JoHNsTon. What is the paper that you have in your hand? 

Mr. Sproat. This is a “verifax” copy of the original statement— 
questionnaire, rather—answered by Mr. Symonds before he was _ad- 
mitted to the bar of the Supreme Court of the Territory of Hawaii. 

Senator Jounston. That is the customary oath that you have for 
members that are admitted to the bar, is that correct ? 

Mr. Sproat. Yes, sir, at that time. 

Senator Jonnston. Of the supreme court. 

Mr. Sproat. Yes, sir. 

Senator Jounsron. Do you have in that a statement that he was 
not a Communist at that time? 

Mr. Sproat. That is correct. 

Senator Jounston. Will you read the-—— 

Senator Burzer. I think it should be read. We want the exact 
statement. 

Senator Jounsron. Read that first paragraph. Better just read 
the whole thing. 

Mr. Genes ehading) ; 

Answer yes or no. If your answer is “Yes,” set forth in great detail all facts 
in connection therewith on a separate sheet of paper. 
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1. Are you now or have you ever been a member of the Communist Party of 
the United States of America? 
No. 


2. Are you now or have you ever been a member of a Communist political 
association ? 


No. 
3. Have you ever attended any meeting of a cell, faction, or unit of either 


the Communist Party of the United States or the Communist Political Asso- 
ciation? 


No. 


4. Attached hereto is a copy of the letter dated November 24, 1947, from the 
Honorable Tom Clark, Attorney General of the United States to the Honorable 
Seth W. Richardson, chairman, Loyalty Review Board, Civil Service Commis- 
sion, Washington, D.C. The names of certain organizations, affiliated organiza- 
tions and committees are set forth on pages 2 to 6, inclusive, of that said letter. 
Please peruse the list of names and in the margin of the letter, opposite the name 
of each such organization, affiliated organization or committee write “yes” or 
“no,” according to whether or not you are now or have ever been a member of 
the same. If you are now or have ever been a member, write “yes”; if you are 
not now and have never been a member, write “no.” 

Are you now or have you ever been a member of any organization or commit- 
tee, the name of which included the word “Communist’’? 

No. 

6. (a) Are you now a member of any organization or committee which you 
have reason to believe is or has been dominated by, affiliated with, or sympathetic 
to the Communist Party of the United States of America or the Communist 
Political Association. 

No. 

(b) Have you ever been a member of any organization or committee which you 
had or now have reason to believe was dominated by, affiliated with, or sympa- 
thetic to the Communist Party of the United States of America or the Commu- 
= Political Association. 

0. 

7. Have you ever paid dues or made any donation or other financial contribu- 
tion to the Communist Party of the United States of America or the Communist 
Political Association or any organization, affiliated organizations or committees 
listed in the aforesaid letter of the Attorney General Tom Clark, any organiza- 
tion or committee the name of which included the word “Communist” or any or- 


ganization of a type which would have required an affirmative answer under 
questions. 


No, except for contribution to the Joint Anti-Fascist Refugee Committee. 
That was the answer to 7. 


8. If you were to be listed as a Communist in the records of any Federal in- 
vestigative agency, what past action or organization or affiliation of yours not al- 
ready listed by you might be used by such investigative agency to support its con- 
clusion? In answering this question, assume that all of your past actions in 
organizations, affiliations, are known to such investigative agencies. None. 


Signed “Myer Cyril Symonds, January 12, 1948,” and filed by 
myself January 12, 1948, at 3: 30 p. m. o’clock in ‘the Supreme Court of 
the Territory of Hawaii. 

Senator Butizr. Do you have a list of the organizations referred to 
in one of those questions # 

Mr. Sproat. Yes, sir; I have. 

Senator Buruer. Mr. Chairman, I feel the whole thing should be 
made a part of the record. 

Senator Jonnston. This will become a part of the record in its 
entire 

Mr. Morris. Only those se of it, Mr. Chairman, that bear on 
the question of Communist Party activity. 

r JoHNsTON. That is all that is necessary. 


72723—57—pt. 41——-3 
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Mr. Morris. There are quite a few things in it and there are quite 
a few things in there that properly do not belong within this committee. 

I understand that it is a confidential file, is it not ? 

Mr. Sproat. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. And except for those portions that relate to the present 
subject inquiry, I ask that none of the other things go into the record. 

Senator Jonnston. It is understood that that portion of this docu- 
ment that has a reference to communism or dealing with the questions 
under discussion at the present time shall be included, and no other. 

Senator Burier. My understanding is, this was an affidavit made by 
the witness at the time of his admission to the Supreme Court of the 
Territory of Hawaii. 

Mr. Sproat. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Was it an affidavit, though ? 

Mr. Sproat. It is not labeled an affidavit. 

Senator Buruer. It was not sworn to? 

Mr. Sproat. No, sir; it was not sworn to. 

Senator Warxrns. Was the applicant put under oath when he was 
required to answer these questions? Does the record show he was put 
under oath by whomsoever investigated or asked the questions? 

Mr. Sproat. No, sir; he was not. The record does not show he was 
put under oath. Just answered the questions put forth by the court. 

Senator Watkins. That’s the information I wanted to get, whether 
it was or was not. Whether it was or was not given under oath. 

Mr. Morrts. Will you give that to Mr. Symonds? Let Mr. Symonds 
see that, please. 


TESTIMONY OF MYER C. SYMONDS—Resumed 


Mr. Morris. Mr. Symonds, the answer to question 1: Are you now 
or have you ever been a member of the Communist Party of the United 
States of America? On this paper just identified by Mr. Sproat. 
You answered “No.” Was that a truthful answer? 

(The witness consults with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Symonps. I would like to have my attorney have an opportunity 
to read the document first, before I answer the question. 

Senator Butter. Mr. Clerk, before whom was this affidavit made? 

Mr. Sproat. Yes, sir. 

Senator Butter. Before whom was this affidavit made? What 
judge resided ¢ 

r. Sproat. No judge. 

Senator JoHNsTon. ile they’re deciding: You asked him these 
questions, and he answered them before you. Is that right? 

Mr. Sproat. Yes, sir. 

Senator Watkins. And is the witness in the chair the person who 
made those answers? 

Mr. Sproat. Yes, sir, he is the person; answered in my presence. 

Mr. Morris. Those were answered in your presence? 

Mr. Sproat. Yes, sir. 

Senator Buruer. Mr. Clerk, while we are waiting for counsel to 
consult—— 

Senator Jounstron. Senator Butler. 
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Senator Butuer. Is there any law of this Territory that requires 
this oath or this statement to be made by a man before he is admitted 
to the supreme court bar? 

Mr. Sproat. There is no law. These are governed by the rules for 
admission by the Supreme Court of the Territory of Hawaii. 

Senator Butter. It is under the rules of the court ? 

Mr. Sproat. Yes, sir. 

Senator Weitker. May I ask a question? Mr. Clerk, in the event 
the answers to the questions were false, what effect would that have 
upon the person answering the questions; would he still be allowed 
to practice law or would the rules of the court take over with respect 
to disbarment or otherwise? 

Mr. Sproat. He would be subject to investigation, whatever the 
rules provided, by the court. 

Senator Jonnstron. To save time for the attorneys, I think it is only 
the first three pages that we are dealing with in regard to the question 
before the witness at the present time. 

Mr. AnpersEN. Are you addressing me, sir? 

Senator Jonnsron. Yes. It is only the first three pages. 

Mr. Anpersen. Well, can’t I look at this document? I think it is 
necessary. 

Senator Jounston. Just examine that. Read it all. 

Mr. ANnpERSEN. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, I think the witness is ready to answer. 

Senator Jounston. The committee will resume. 

Mr. Symonps. I give the same answer to your question, Mr. Morris. 

Senator Warkrns. May I have the question, so I will know just 
what he is claiming the fifth amendment with respect to? 

(The reporter read the question as follows :) 

When you came to Honolulu, did you take an oath before the supreme court 
of the Territory that you had never been a member of the Communist Party? 

Mr. Morris. You said that you did not recall. Was the answer that 
you did not recall? And then subsequently I—may I resume again, 
instead of going back over the record, in the interest of time? 

Did you write on a questionnaire the answer “N-o” to the question 
“Are you now or have you ever been a member of the Communist Party 
of the United States of America?” I might add, Mr. Symonds, that 
Mr. Sproat, who has been sworn, said he saw you personally write the 
“N-o” there, in his presence. 

Mr. Sproat just stated, did you not, Mr. Sproat? 

Mr. Sproat. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Symonps. I might state, Mr. Morris, you have not asked me 
if I signed it yet. 

Senator Burter. I didn’t hear that. 

Mr, Symonps. Mr. Morris has never asked me whether I signed it. 

Mr. Morris. I asked you if you wrote the word “N-o” after the first 
question. 

Mr. Symonps. This statement on the second page bears my signa- 
ture, and I signed it. : 

Mr. Morris. And you signed it. Did you also write the word “N-o” 
after the first question ? 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 

Senator Butter. You nodded yeur head. Are you now trying to 
say “Yes”? 
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ros topes Justa minute. Iam trying to get the record straight 
myself. 

Senator Watkins. You nodded your head and he wanted the record 
to _— what your answer wasintherecord. He can’t get a nod in the 
record. 

Mr. Symonps. I appreciate that, Senator. The first thing you want 
to know is whether I signed this. Is that what you want, Mr. Morris? 

Mr. Morris. I asked you whether you signed it, also. I also asked 
you—the answer is elementary. I am going back to the time and start 
at the very beginning. 

Mr. Symonps. I understood it. 

att Morris. The first thing is the “No”; did you write the “No” in 
there ¢ 

Mr. Symonps. Yes, I did. 

Mr. Morrts. All right. Now, was that answer a truthful answer 
to the question—the “No” ? 

Mr. Symonps. I give the same answer that I have given to the pre- 
vious question, relying on the first and fifth amendments. 

Mr. Morris. All right. Now, I will go to Question 3, which reads: 
Have you ever attended any meetings of the cell, faction or other unit of either 
the Communist Party of the United States of America or the Communist Politi- 
cal Association? 

And did you write the word “N-o” after that question ? 

Mr. Symonps. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. You did. Now, was that a truthful answer, that you 
gave at that time? 

Mr. Symonns. I give the same answer, for the same reasons that I 
spelled out in my first answer to the question which I refused to an- 
swer. 

Mr. Morris. Again, in the interest of time, Mr. Chairman, I would 
like to ask the witness if he signed the statement as his signature ap- 
pears to be at the bottom of page 2, January 12, 1948. Did you sign 
that statement ? 

Mr. Symonps. Yes, I did. 

Mr. Morris. Were the answers given on pages 1 and 2, in other 
words, points 1 to 8, were they accurate when you wrote “No” to those 
8 questions ? 

Mr. Symonps. I decline to answer those questions, that question, for 
the same reasons that I have heretofore given. 

Senator Wetxer. Mr. Chairman. Not only were they accurate; 
were they true answers, when you wrote the word “No” after the ques- 
tions? Were they truthful answers, Counsellor ? 

Mr. Symonps. Is that a question to me? 

Senator Weikerr. Sir? 

Mr. Symonps. Was that a question directed to me? 

Senator Weixker. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Symonps. My answer is the same. 

Senator Wetxer. That is, that you take advantage of the protection 
afforded you by the first and fifth amendments? 

Mr. Symonp. I don’t “take advantage of the fifth amendment,” sir. 

Senator Weixer. Well, what are you doing, then? 

Mr. Symonps. I rely on it. 

Senator Werxer. Oh, you rely on it. You don’t take advantage of 
it? 
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Mr. Symonps. That’s correct. 

Senator Weixer. Very well. Then you rely upon the first and fifth 
amendments ? 

Mr. Symonps. That is correct, Senator. 

Senator Werxer. For your refusal to answer. And you are mindful 
of the ruling of the Chair with respect to the first amendment ? 

Mr. Symonps. Yes, I am. 

Senator Warxrns. I believe I will ask this question of the witness. 
Did you have any fear at the time you wrote those answers that you 
sr be incriminating yourself, furnishing evidence against your- 
se 

(The witness consults with his counsel. ) 

Mr. Symonps. The same answer. 

Senator Jounston. I believe you acknowledged you answered the 
a at that time like they are written on the paper at the present 
time 

Mr. Symonps. That is correct. 

Senator Jounsron. And that you signed your signature to the 
paper. Is that true? 

r. Symonps. That is correct. 

Senator Jounston. Now, when you did that to the Supreme Court, 
you didn’t perpetrate “y fraud upon the Supreme Court in order to 
get a right to tere id you—to practice law? You weren’t per- 
petrating any fraud when you answered those questions in that man- 
ner to your Supreme Court in order for you to get a license to practice 
law , you didn’t perpetrate any fraud in answering those questions, did 

ou 
r Mr. Symonps. Mr. Chairman, in reply to that question, the Supreme 
Court has just recently said that the fifth amendment was intended to 
protect the innocent. That’s the case. Now, your question directed 
to me is solely for the purpose—you know what my position is about 
this statement—is now for the purpose of trying to hold me up to 
ridicule and scorn before these people and over the air, because you 
know already what my answers are, and you are not giving me the 
benefit of that persumption that the Supreme Court speaks about when 
ro ask me that question. I say that advisedly, Mr. Chairman, because 

want to respect the committee. I will answer the question by saying 
“Same answer,” as I have before. 

Senator Jounston. You have a right to answer it in that form and 
Lhave a right to propound the questions and bring out the facts in the 


case. 

Senator Werxer. Mr. Chairman. Mr. Witness, did you mislead 
or make untruthful answers to the Soren ppeaunded to you b 
order of the Supreme Court of the Territory of Hawaii by the cler 
= ee Court at the date heretofore given, namely, January 

1 

Mr. Sysconps. Senator, I assume that you must have been busy doing 
something else when I just made a statement to the chairman, who 
tried to ask me—who did ask me the same kind of a question. Now, 
Senator, you are not affording to me the presumption of innocence 
that the Supreme Court says I am entitled to have. You're attempting - 
by that question to hold me up to scorn and ridicule. 

Senator Werxer. I have heard that twice. Now, will you answer 
my question ? 
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Mr. Symonps. I will give you the same answer if you ask——— 

Senator Werxer. Ofcourse you will. 

Mr. Symonps. If you ask those questions all day, I will give it to 
you. 

* Senator Wexxer. You are going to now take advantage of the fifth 
amendment and the first amendment. 

Mr. Symonps. I am not taking advantage of anything. 

Senator Wetxer. You are going to rely upon the first and fifth 
amendments. 

Mr. Symonps. That’s what the Supreme Court said. 

Senator Werker. In answer to my question : 

Did you mislead or make untruthful answers to the Supreme Court of the 
Territory of Hawaii, on January 12, 1948, when you were interrogated by the 
clerk of the Supreme Court of the Territory of Hawaii? 

Now, you have taken your—you have relied upon the first and the 
fifth amendments in refusing to answer my question? Is that correct? 

Mr. Symonps. The answer is the same. 

Senator Wetxer. And that answer is that you are relying on the 
first and fifth amendments? I want this in the record because we 
don’t want to take any advantage of you. I want it to be as I think it 
should be. Now, once again, you rely upon the first and fifth amend- 
ments in refusing to answer my question whether or not you misled or 
made untruthful answers to the Supreme Court of the Territory of 
Hawaii when you answered the questions propounded to you by the 
clerk thereof on January 12, 1948? 

Mr. Symonps. Senator Welker, you repeated the question deliber- 
ately. 

Senator Wetxer. That’s right. 

Mr. Symonps. So it will go out over the air. 

Senator Wetxer. I am going to repeat it for 4 weeks more, until I 
get the answer that I am entitled to get. 

Mr. Symonps. I gave you the answer. 

4 aoe We rxer. Let’s have it for the record, and I will be satis- 
ed, sir. 

Mr. Symonps. Do you want to repeat it again ? 

Senator Wertxer. I want you to answer, to refuse to answer. 

Mr. Symonps. I have given that answer. 

Senator Werxer. All right. 

Mr. Symonps. The same answer, Senator. 

Senator Wetker. Allright. Very well. And that same answer is, 
The first and fifth amendments—— 

Mr. Symonps. Yes, Senator. 

Senator Werker. To the Constitution of the United States. 

Senator Watxrns. Did you answer “Yes,” to that ? 

Mr. Symonps. Yes. 

Senator Butter. Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Jonnston. Senator Butler. 

Senator Burier. Will you look at the letter of November 24, 1947, 
from Attorney General Tom Clark, that I am about ready to hand 
you, and tell me whether or not you made the individual negative an- 
swers to each one of the associations or organizations listed on pages 
2,3,4,5,and6ofthatletter? — 

(The witness consults with his counsel.) 
Mr. Anpersen. What was the question, please ? 
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Senator Burier. I want to know whether he personally answered 
each one of those questions in the negative and whether or not he per- 
sonally wrote in the word “no” behind each one of the organizations 
mentioned on pages 2, 3, 4, 5, and 6 of that letter. 

Mr. Anversen. In other words, whether the handwriting is his? 

Senator Butier. That is right. 

Mr. Symonps. Yes. The answer is “Yes.” Wherever the signa- 
ture is—— 

Senator Butter. Thank you. 

Senator Jounston. Any other questions? 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, may both the questionnaire and the let- 
ter of the Attorney General go into the record at this time? 

Senator Jonnston. They shall go into the record at this time. 

(The document as described above was marked “Exhibit No. 399,” 
and reads as follows :) 

Exuisit No. 399 


(Filed January 12, 1948, at 3:10 p. m., Gus K. Sproat, Clerk, Supreme Court.) 


Answer “yes” or “no.” If your answer is “yes,” set forth in great detail all 
facts in connection therewith, on a separate sheet of paper. 

(1) Are you now, or have you ever been, a member of the Communist Party 
of the United States of America? No. 

(2) Are you now, or have you ever been, a member of the Communist Political 
Association? No. 

(3) Have you ever attended any meeting of a cell, fraction or other unit of 
either the Communist Party of the United States of America or the Communist 
Political Association? No. 

(4) Attached hereto is a copy of a letter dated November 24, 1947, from the 
Honorable Tom Clark, Attorney General of the United States, to the Honorable 
Seth W. Richardson, Chairman, Loyalty Review Board, Civil Service Commis- 
sion, Washington, D, C. The names of certain organizations, affiliated organi- 
zations and committees are set forth on pages 2 to 6, inclusive, of the said letter. 
Please peruse the list of names, and in the margin of the letter, opposite the 
name of each such organization, affiliated organization or committee write “yes” 
or “no,” according to whether or not you are now, or have ever been, a member 
of same. If you are now, or have ever been a member, write “yes.” If you are 
not now, and have never been a member, write “no.” 

(5) Are you now, or have you ever been, a member of any organization or 
committee the name of which included the word “Communist”? No. 

(6) a. Are you now a member of any organization or committee which you 
have reason to believe is, or has been dominated by, affiliated with, or sympa- 
thetic to the Communist Party of the United States of America or the Com- 
munist Political Association? No. 

b. Have you ever been a member of any organization or committee which you 
had, or now have, reason to believe was dominated by, affiliated with, or sympa- 
thetic to the Communist Party of the United States of America or the Com- 
munist Political Association? No. 

(7) Have you ever paid dues or made any donation or other financial contri- 
bution to the Communist Party of the United States of America, the Communist 
Political Association, any of the organizations, affiliated organizations or com- 
mittees listed in the aforesaid letter of Attorney General Tom Clark, any or- 
ganization or committee the name of which included the word “Communist” or 
any organization of a type which would have required an affirmative answer 
under question (6)? No—except for contributions to Joint Anti-Fascist Refugee 
Committee. See answer to (7). 

(8) If you were to be listed as a “Communist” in the records of any Federal 
investigative agency, what past actions or organizational affiliations of yours 
not already listed by you might be used by such investigative agency to support 
its conclusion? In answering this question, assume that all of your past actions 
and organizational affiliations are known to such investigative agency. None. 
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Myer Cyriz SyMonps, 
January 12, 1948. 

(7) Prior to 1944 I made financial contributions to the Joint Anti- Fascist 
Committee, which I believed was aiding the Spanish Republican Government 
and Spanish refugees. I was and am opposed to the Franco dictatorship, openly 
supported by Hitler and Mussolini. About 1941, President Roosevelt publicly 
stated that history and events had shown that the United States foreign policy 
with respect to Franco had been wrong. 


OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., November 24, 1947. 


Hon. Sera W. RICHARDSON, 
Chairman, Loyalty Review Board, 
Civil Service Commission, Washington, D.C. 


My Dear Mr. Ricuarpson: This is submitted pursuant to the President’s 
Executive Order No. 9835 in which he stated that it is of vital importance that 
persons employed in the Federal service be of complete and unswerving loyalty 
to the United States, and further stated that although the loyalty of by far 
the overwhelming majority of all Government employees is beyond question, 
the presence within the Government service of any disloyal or subversive 
person constitutes a threat to our democratic processes. The order provided in 
part ITI, section 3, as follows: 

“3. The Loyalty Review Board shall currently be furnished by the Department 
of Justice the name of each foreign or domestic organization, association, move- 
ment, group, or combination of persons which the Attorney General, after ap- 
propriate investigation and determination, designates as totalitarian, Fascist, 
Communist or subversive, or as having adopted a policy of advocating or ap- 
proving the commission of acts of force or violence to deny others their rights 
under the Constitution of the United States, or as seeking to alter the form of 
government of the United States by unconstitutional means. 

“a. The Loyalty Review Board shall disseminate such information to all de- 
partments and agencies.” 

Under a previous Executive order (No. 9300), issued February 5, 1943, entitled 
“Establishing the Interdepartmental Committee To Consider Cases of Sub- 
versive Activity on the Part of Federal Employees,” and under other relevant 
authority, the Department of Justice named a number of organizations as 
subversive. That list was disseminated among the Government agencies for use 
in connection with consideration of employee loyalty, and included the following 
organizations: 

American League Against War and Fascism. No. 

American Patriots, Inc. No. 

American Peace Mobilization. No. 

American Youth Congress. No. 

Association of German Nationals (Reichsdeutsche Vereinigung). No. 

Black Dragon Society. 

Central Japanese Seca (Beikoku Chuo Nipponjin Kai). No. 

Central Japanese Association of Southern California. No. 

The Central Organization of the German-American National Alliance 
(Deutsche-Amerikanische Hinheitsfront). No. 

Communist Party of U.S.A. No. 

Congress of American Revolutionary Writers. No. 

Dai Nippon Butoku Kai (Military Virtue Society of Japan or Military Art 


Dante Alighieri Society. N. 
Federation of Italian Ag “Veterans in the U. S. A., Inc. (Associazione 
Nazionale Conbattenti Italiani, Federazione degli Stati Uniti d’America). 


0. 

Friends of the New Germany (Freunde des Neuen Deutschlands). No, 

German-American Bund (Amerikadeutscher Volksbund). No. 

German-American Vocational League (Deutsche-Amerikanische Berufs- 
gemeinschaft). No. 

Heimuska Kai, also known as: Nokubei Heieki Gimusha Kai, Zaibel Nihon- 
jin, Heiyaku Gimusha Kai, and Zaibei Heimusha Kai (Japanese residing in 
America Military Conscripts Association). No. 

Hinode Kai (Imperial Japanese Reservists). No. 


Hinomaru Kai (Rising Sun Jun Flag Society—a group of Japanese War Vet- 
erans). No. 
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Hokubei Zaigo Shoke Dan (North American Reserve Officers Association)- 
No. 
Japanese Association of America. No. 
Japanese Overseas Central Society (Kaigai Dobo Chuo Kai). No. 
Japanese Overseas Convention, Tokyo, Japan, 1940. No. 
Japanese Protective Association (recruiting organization). No. 
Jikyoku lin Kai (current affairs association). No. 
Kibei Seinen Kai (association of United States citizens of Japanese ances- 
try who have returned to America after studying in Japan). No. 
Kyffhaeuser, also known as Kyffhaeuser League (Kyffhaeuser Bund), 
Kyffhaeuser Fellowship (Kyffhaeuser Kameradschaft). No. 
Kyffhaeuser War Relief (Kyffhaeuser Kriegshilfswerk). No. 
Lictor Society (Italian Black Shirts). No 
Mario Morgantini Circle. No. 
Michigan Federation for Constitutional Liberties. No. 
Nanka Teikoku Gunyudan (Imperial Military Friends Group or Southern 
California War Veterans). No. 
National Committee for the Defense of Political Prisoners. No. 
National Federation for Constitutional Liberties. No. 
National Negro Congress. No. 
Nichibei Kogyo Kaisha (the Great Fujii Theatre). No. 
Northwest Japanese Association. No. 
Protestant War Veterans of the U. S., Inc. No. 
Sakura Kai (patriotic society, or Cherry Association—composed of vet- 
erans of Russo-Japanese War). No. 
Shinto temples. No. 
Silver Shirt Legion of America. No. 
Sokoku Kai (Fatherland Society). No. 
Suiko Sha (Reserve Officers Association, Los Angeles). No. 
Washington Book Shop Association. No. 
Washington Committee for Democratic Action. No. 
Workers Alliance. No. 
Under part III, section 3, of Executive Order No. 9835, the following additional 
organizations are hereby designated : 
American Polish Labor Council. No. 
American Youth for Democracy. No. 
Armenian Progressive League of America. No. 
Civil Rights Congress and its affiliated organizations, including [no]: 
Civil Rights Congress for Texas. No. 
Veterans Against Discrimination of Civil Rights Congress of New 
York. No. 
The Columbians. No. 
Communist Party, U. 8. A., formerly Communist Political Association, and 
its affiliates and committees, including [no]: 
Citizens Committee of the Upper West Side (New York City). No 
Committee To Aid the Fighting South. No. 
Dennis Defense Committee. No. 
Labor Research Association, Inc. No. 
Southern Negro Youth Congress. No. 
United May Day Committee. No. 
United Negro and Allied Veterans of America. No. 
Connecticut State Youth Conference. No. 
Council on African Affairs. No. 
Hollywood Writers Mobilization for Defense. No. 
Hungarian-American Council for Democracy. No. 
International Workers Order, including People’s Radio Foundation, Inc. 


No, 
Joint Anti-Fascist Refugee Committee. No. 
Ku Klux Klan. No. 
Macedonian-American People’s League. No. 
National Committee To Win the Peace. No. 
National Council of American-Soviet Friendship. No. 
Nature Friends of America (since 1935). No. 
New Committee for Publications. No. 
Photo League reap York City). No. 
Proletarian Party of America. No. 
Revolutinary Workers League. No. 
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Socialist Workers Party, including American Committee for European 
Workers’ Relief. No. 

Veterans of the Abraham Lincoln Brigade. No. 

Workers Party, including Socialist Youth League. No. 

Your attention is also directed to certain organizations which are operated as 
schools. While, of course, I am not of the view that any institution of learning, 
devoted to the advancement of knowledge, is subversive, it appears that these 
organizations are adjuncts of the Communist Party. They are as follows: 

Abraham Lincoln School, Chicago, Ill. No. 

George Washington Carver School, New York City. No. 
Jefferson School of Social Science, New York City. No. 
Ohio School of Social Sciences. No. 

Philadelphia School of Social Science and Art. No. 
Samuel Adams School, Boston, Mass. No. 

School of Jewish Studies, New York City. No. 

Seattle Labor School, Seattle, Wash. No. 

Tom Paine School of Social Science, Philadelphia, Pa. No. 
Tom Paine School of Westchester, N. Y. No. 

Walt Whitman School of Social Science, Newark, N.J. No. 

After the issuance of Executive Order No. 9835 by the President, the Depart- 
ment compiled all available data with respect to the type of organization to be 
dealt with under that order. The investigative reports of the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation concerning such organizations were correlated. Memorandums on 
each such organization were prepared by attorneys of the Department. The list 
of organizatiors herein certified is based on their recommendations as reviewed 
by the Solicitor General, the Assistant Attorneys General, and the Assistant So- 
licitor General, and my subsequent careful study of the recommendations of all. 

In connection with the designation of these organizations I wish to reiterate, 
as the President has pointed out, that it is entirely possible that many persons 
belonging to such organizations may be loyal to the United States; that mem- 
bership in, affiliation with or sympathetic association with, any organization des- 
ignated, is simply one piece of evidence which may or may not be helpful in 
arriving at a conclusion as to the action which is to be taken in a particular case. 
“Guilt by association” has never been one of the principles of our American 
jurisprudence. We must be satisfied that reasonable grounds exist for conclud- 
ing that an individual is disloyal. That must be the guide. 

The organizations named in this letter do not represent a complete or final 
compilation. For example, a number of small and local organizations are not 
listed. As to many organizations not named, the presently available informa- 
tion is insufficient to warrant a final determination as to their character. Others, 
presently innocuous, may become the victims of dangerous infiltrating forces and, 
as a consequence, become proper subjects for designation. New organizations 
may come into existence whose purposes and activities are in conflict with loyalty 
to the United States. 

From time to time, therefore, as contemplated and directed by the Executive 
order, there will be furnished to the board the names of those additional organi- 
zations and groups as to which the information received by this Department, re- 
sulting from continued investigation, indicates similar designations. are required. 

If I can be of further assistance to you in reference to the subject matter of 
this letter, please let me know. 

Sincerely yours, 
Tom C. CLARK, 
Attorney General. 


Mr. Morris. Mr. Symonds, since you have come to Honolulu have 
you attended any meetings of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Symonps. The same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Are you a Communist today ? 

Mr. Symonps. The same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, I have no more questions of this par- 
ticular witness at this time. I told Mr. Andersen I was going to try to 
finish these two witnesses this morning so we can get on with our 
business. However, I have some other business to attend to, which 
T have taken up with the chairman of the committee, Senator Eastland, 
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and I ask if you will take the course of action that he has recom- 
mended. 

We have a witness—Jean Tadako King—who works in your office, 
does she not, Mr. Symonds ? 

Mr. Symonps. That is correct. 

Mr. Morris. Now, we have a doctor’s certificate from Mrs. King, 
asking that she be excused from testimony. And Senator Eastland 
has recommended that we honor this request, that she not be required 
to testify. 

Senator Jonnsron. If you have a doctor’s certificate to the effect 
that she is not able to be here, of course at this time I will have to 
acknowledge that. 

Mr. Morris. I advised counsel, however, that we would mention that 
we did have evidence that Mrs. King is a Communist, has been a Com- 
munist, and that we were calling her in order to ask her about that 
particular matter. 

Mr. Anpersen. I am her counsel. 

Mr. Morris. Allright. That’s right, Mr. Andersen. 

Mr. ANDERSEN. What you stated is correct. I supplied you with the 
medical certificate. 

Mr. Morris. We would give her opportunity to gainsay the evidence 
that we have that she was a Communist. 

Senator Jounston. We will give her the privilege to come in any 
day we are here or send in a sworn statement to the effect that she is not 
a Communist at any time in the future. 

Any other questions? 

Mr. Morrts. Just a minute, Senator. I have another question, but 
Senator Welker wanted —— 

Senator Jounston. While we’re waiting for other questions, Mr. 
Morris. 

All of these answers were made in your presence and you saw Mr. 
Symonds sign hisname, Is that true? 

Mr. Sproat. Yes, sir, I did. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Mr. Symonds, will you tell us generally what 
Mrs. King does in your office : 

Senator Jounston. You may sit down and get the other records. 

Mr. Symonps. She is a paid secretary; she takes shorthand, and 


vee : 
r. Morris. And she earned $4,878.66 during the year 1954. Is that 
generally correct ? 

Mr. Symonps. We pay good salaries. 

Mr. Morris. With respect to another witness who has been sub- 
penaed here, Mr. Chairman, Yoshiko O. Hall, who also works in vour 
office, does she not? 

Mr. Symonps. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Mr. Chairman, we received evidence that Mrs. 
Yoshiko O. Hall was a Communist. We asked her to appear. Counsel 
has requested that her appearance be confined to an executive session. 
I took this up with the chairman and he said that would be satisfactory 
to him. We have taken the testimony in executive session. May we 
put oe executive session testimony into the record at this particular 
poin 

_ Senator Jounston. You have a right to put into the record at this 
time such evidence. 
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(The testimony of Mrs. Yoshiko Hall is as follows:) 

Senator Warkrins. Will you stand and be sworn? Raise you right 
hand. Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you will give in 
the matter now before this committee will be the truth, the whole truth, 
and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mrs. Yosurxo Haru. Yes. 

Mr. Anpersen. Senator and Mr. Morris, Mrs. Hall is a bit hard 
of hearing. 

Senator Warxkrns. Did you hear what I was saying, Mrs. Hall? 

Mrs. Hatx. Yes, I did. 


TESTIMONY OF MRS. YOSHIKO HALL 


Senator Warkins. Give your full name and address. 

Mrs. Haru. My name is Yoshiko Hall. 

Senator Watkins. Where do you live? 

Mrs. Hatu. 1603—A Pala Drive. 

Senator Watkins. Do you have an occupation other than house- 
wife? 

(The witness consults with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Hat. I am a secretary. 

Senator Warkins. Youareasecretary? 

Mrs. Hatz. Yes, lam. 

Senator Warxins. And where are you employed ? 

(The witness consults with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Hatt. Bouslog & Symonds. 

Senator Watkins. Proceed, counsel. 

Mr. Morris. What work do you do at Bouslog & Symonds? 

Mrs. Hauu. I am a secretary. 

Mr. Morris. Pardon? 

Mrs. Hatz. Iam asecretary. 

Mr. Morris. Yes, but can you tell us just generally what kind of 
work you do? 

(The witness consults with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Haut. I take dictation from the lawyers, take incoming calls, 
and when people come in, I announce them. 

Mr. Morris. How long have you been working there ? 

(The witness consults with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Hari. Approximately 9 years. 

Mr. Morrts. During that period have you been a Communist? 

(The witness consults with her counsel. ) 

Mrs. Hauu. I will refuse to answer that on the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Morris. Are youa Communist now? 

Mrs. Hatt. Same answer. 

Mr. Morrts. That is all. 


TESTIMONY OF MYER C. SYMONDS—Resumed 


Senator Butter. Mr. Symonds, you say you pay good salaries in 
your office. What does that compensation cover. what services ? 
Mr. Symonps. Is that question asked seriously, Senator? 
Senator Butter. Well, I would like to know. You seem to think 
Ms pay such good salaries and she has been said publicly to have 
n a Communist. Do you pay her for any activities in that field ? 
Mr. Symonps. She is paid for being a very excellent secretary. 
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Senator Butter. You don’t pay her for any services in the field of 
subversion? Do you or don’t you? 

Mr. Symonps. I have given you the answer that she’s paid for typ- 
ing, for taking sdhoetall and for answering the telephone. 

nator Butter. No other service? 

Mr. Symonps. That’s all the service she renders. 

Senator Butter. And you don’t pay her for any other type or kind 
of service ? 

Mr. Symonps. That’s the only service. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Symonds, there is a Marian H. Roffman—Does 
Marian H. Roffman work in your office ? 

Mr. Symonps. No. 

Mr. Morris. Has she ? 

Mr. Symonps. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Is she the wife of Max Roffman, who has appeared 
here during this hearing ? 

Mr. Symonps. Yes, she is. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Mr. Chairman, I would like to say this, that I 
will have the executive session testimony and Mr. Cowart has arranged 
to have it available sometime this afternoon, if you want to see it; this 
is a public record. 

r.SymMonps. You mean of all of it? 
an Morris. No, the executive session testimony of Mrs. Yoshiko 
all. 

Senator Jounston. You may see that. And if she has any answer 
to it, we will be glad to have it. 

Mr. Anpersen. I represent her. I assume you simply mean the 
testimony that she gave in the executive session. 

Mr. Morris. You were present, Mr. Andersen. It will be avail- 
able—— 

Mr. Anpersen. I have no desire to see it. 

Mr. Morris. I have no more questions of this particular witness, 
Mr, Chairman. 

Senator Jounston. Just to close this, I think this should be called 
to your attention and put into the record. 

ou will find that lawyers and other Government employees prior 
to the time that you were before the Supreme Court had answers that 
were not as extended as this. Then the Court, the Justice Depart- 
ment, put this out, and did not require an affidavit at that time. To- 
day you will find that Government Si ee and all do sign an affi- 
davit to the answers to the questions. We have tightened, gradually 
nena up on this matter, I wanted to call that to your attention. 

. Morris. I have no more questions of this witness, Senator, 

Senator Jounston. Witness excused. Next witness. 

Senator Warkrnys. I may want to call him back on another matter. 

Senator Jounston. I think the witness will be here in the court- 
room. So you be ready, if we should want to call you back. 

Mr. Morris. Stand and be sworn. 

Senator Jounsron. Raise your right hand. Do you solemnly swear 
that the evidence you give before this subcommittee of the United 
States Senate to be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the 
truth, so help you God? 

Mrs. Boustoe. I do. 
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TESTIMONY OF MRS. HARRIET BOUSLOG SAWYER 


eee Donne, Will you give your name and address to the reporter, 
please ? 

Faw Boustoc. May I make the same request about television, 
please ¢ 

Senator Jounston. So ordered. The witness will not be televised 
while she is on the witness stand, at her request. 

Mr. Morris. Give your name and address to the reporter, please. 

Mrs. Boustoc. Harriet Bouslog Sawyer. I practice law and I am 
known as Harriet Bouslog, and I prefer here to be called Mrs. Bouslog. 
My address is 1659 Sherman Park Place, Honolulu. 

Mr. Morris. Where were you born? 

Mrs. Boustoc. I was born in Florida. 

Mr. Morris. And will you tell us what college and law school you 
attended ¢ 

Mrs. Boustog. I have an LL. B. degree from Indiana University, 
Bloomington, Ind. 

Mr. Morris. When were you first admitted to the practice of law? 

Mrs. Boustoa. In the year 1936, in the State of Indiana. 

Mr. Morris. When did you come to the Territory of Hawaii? 

(The witness consults with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Boustoe. 1939. 

Mr. Morris. When were you admitted to the bar in the Territory of 
Hawaii? 

Mrs. Boustoe. In 1941. 

Mr. Morris. What positions have you held—what public positions 
have you held in the Territory of Hawaii? 

(The witness consults with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Boustoe. I haven’t held any public positions except the one 
that you questioned me about this morning in executive session. I 
told you that I was employed by Mr. Roy Vitousek, who, for a brief 
time, asked me to work with the Honolulu Police Department, in the 
chief of police’s office, after Mr. Vitousek became an acting or assistant 
chief of police right after December 7, 1947—or 1941. And at Mr. 
Vitousek’s request, I worked in the police station while he was acting 
chief, for a very brief period of time and then I went back to the law 
office. But Mr. Vitousek made all the arrangements, and I believe 
I was on the payroll as an employee of the police department for the 
time I worked down there, cal that was at his request. 

Mr. Morris. Now, how long did you remain in Honolulu? Now 
we have—that was 1941-42, you say. Is that right? 

Mrs. Boustoc. I came in 1939 and I left in August of 1942. 

Mr. Morris. I see. Now, where did you go when you left here in 
August 1942? 

(The witness consults with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Boustoe. Washington, D.C, 

Mr. Morris. I see. Now, what did you do in Washington, D. C., at 
that time? : 

(The witness consults with her counsel. ) 

Mrs. Boustoc. As an attorney for the National War Labor Board. 

Mr. Morris. How long did you serve as an attorney with the Na- 
tional War Labor Board i 
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Mrs. Boustoc. I would like to advise with my counsel, please. 

(The witness consults with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Boustoe. I worked—may I have the question again, please ! 

Mr. Morris. How long did you remain as attorney with the National 
War Labor Board ? 

Mrs. Boustoe. Over a year. I have forgotten. Perhaps your rec- 
ords are clearer than mine. And my memory is not accurate as to just 
exactly how long it was. But it was over a year. 

Mr. Morris. All right. Now, what did you do subsequent to that? 

Mrs. Boustoae. I would like to consult my counsel, please. 

(The witness consults with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Boustoe. I was the Washington representative of the Inter- 
national Longshoremen’s and Warehousemen’s Union. 

Mr. Morris. And how long did you hold that position ? 

Mrs. Boustoe. I would like to consult with my counsel, please. 

(The witness consults with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Boustoa. I resigned in about—I believe about the middle of 
1946. 

Mr. Morris. And what did you do thereafter? Did you return to 
the Territory of Hawaii at that time? 

Mrs. Boustoe. I would like to consult with my counsel, please. 

(The witness consults with her counsel. ) 

Mrs. Boustoe. I came back to Hawaii and resumed the practice of 
aw. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, we talked with a witness in Washing- 
ton—in New York, rather—on November 7 of 1956, and this witness 
has told us some things about the particular period that we have just 
covered with Mrs. Bouslog. 

I would like to read from the statement of this particular witness, 
whom I will identify, and ask you as we go along whether or not the 
testimony of this particular witness that we have in the files and that 
we had before this committee is accurate. The witness I am referring 
to, Mr. Chairman, is a woman whose name is now Mrs. Edward A. 
Swan, she’s a New York schoolteacher, and she resides in New York 
City. She formerly was known as Dorothy K. Funn. 

Did you know a woman named Dorothy K. Funn, Mrs. Bouslog? 

Mrs. Boustos. I would like to consult with my counsel. 

(The witness consults with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Boustoc. I am going to rely on my rights under the first and 
fifth amendments. And in this respect, I would like to adopt the state- 
ment made by Mr. Symonds as to the reasons why I rely on the first 
and the fifth amendments. . 

Mr. Morris. They were the reasons given by Mr. Symonds here this 
morning ¢ 

Mrs. Boustos. Yes. In his first answer. Rather than taking the 
committee’s time. I want it clear that I rely on both the first and 
fifth amendments, because I feel I have that right under the Consti- 
tution. 

Senator Jounston. We accept the fifth amendment but we still dis- 
agree on your rights under the first amendment not to answer. 

Senator Warxrins. I wanted to ask this question, Mr. Chairman, 
with respect to the fifth amendment. Does the witness have any- 
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thing—are you withholding anything or just taking part of the fifth 
amendment, or do you rely on the full effect of the fifth amendment? 

Mrs. Boustos. I rely upon that part of the fifth amendment, Sen- 
ator, which says that—— 

Senator Warxrns. “That part”? 

Mrs. Boustos. I rely on that part of the fifth amendment which says 
that no person shall be compelled to be a witness against himself. 

. Morris. Now, the witness has told us, Senator, and I am now 

quoting from Mrs. Swan. 

I don’t know if Harriet— 
meaning Hurriet Bouslog— 
was a legislative representative of Bridges’ ILWU. 


Now, I think the witness has confirmed here this morning that she 
in fact was the legislative representative of the ILWU. Did you not, 
Mrs. Bouslog ? 

Mrs. Boustoc. I would like to consult with my counsel as to that 
question, Mr. Counsel. 

Mr. Morris. Yes, Mrs. Bouslog. 

(The witness consults with her counsel.) 

Mr. Anpersen. May we have that question read, please ? 

Mr. Morris. Well, I said here, I quoted from the witness. 


I don’t know if Harriet was a legislative representative of Bridges’ ILWU 
union. ILWU. 


I said then: 


You have already stated, have you not, that you were in fact the legislative 
representative of the ILWU in Washington, at that time? 

(The witness consults with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Boustos. The record will show my former answer. 

Mr. Morris. All right. [Reading :] 

That is, I don’t know if she had the title but she did a lot of legal work for the 
union. 

Did you, in fact, do a lot of legal work for the ILWU in the period 
1943 approximately, in Washington? 

Mrs. Boustos. I would like to consult with my counsel. 

(The witness consults with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Boustoe. Yes, I did legal work for the ILWU. 

Mr. Morris (reading) : 


She may have done some work— 
and again I am quoting: 
She may have done some work for the National Maritime Union too. 


Did you do some work for the National Maritime Union too? 
Mrs. Boustoe. I would like to consult with my counsel. 

(The witness consults with her counsel.) 

Mr. Anpversen. Did you refer to—what union did you mention? 
Mr. Morris. I will read it again, Mr. Andersen. 


She may have done some work for the National Maritime Union too. 


(The witness consults with her counsel. ) 
Mrs. Boustoe. I don’t recall doing any work for them. I did legal 
work for the ILWU. 
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Mr. Morris (reading) : 


She had a desk in the same suite of offices that was shared by the NMU, the 
ILWU, and other maritime groups. 

Is that accurate; is that true? 

Mrs. Boustoe. I want to consult with my counsel. 

(The witness consults with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Boustoe. Would you repeat the question again, please ? 

Mr. Morris. Pardon? 

Mrs. Boustoc. Would you repeat the question again, or have the 
en read it, please ? 

r. Morris. I will repeat it; I think it will save time that way. 

The question was: 

She had a desk in the same suite of offices that was shared by the NMU, the 
ILWU, and other maritime groups. 

Is that a truthful statement ? 

(The witness consults with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Boustog. At the moment, I just don’t recall. 

Mr. Morris. Now, she goes on to tell us “I met Harriet regularly 
at Communist Party cell meetings of the legislative branch of the vari- 
ous Communist Party unions, namely, the UE, the AEA, the Mine, 
Mill, United Public Workers, United Office and Professional Workers 
of America, United Auto Workers, and Federation for Constitutional 
Liberties, et cetera.” 

Now, did Mrs. Swan, now, formerly known as Mrs. Funn, Dorothy 
K. Funn, regularly meet you at Communist Party cell meetings of the 
legislative branch of the various Communist Party unions that I read ? 

Mrs. Boustog. May I consult with my counsel ? 

(The witness consults with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Bousrog. I give the same answer I have given before, on the 
first and the fifth amendments. 

Mr. Morris (reading) : 


Now this cell was headed by Albert Blumberg. 


Now, did you attend meetings of the Communist Party, Communist 
Party cell meetings presided over by Albert Blumberg ? 

Mrs. Boustoe. May I consult with my counsel ? 

(The witness consults with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Boustoe. Same answer. 

Senator Jounson. Now, by “The same answer,” you mean the first 
and fifth amendments? 

Mrs. Boustog. I mean the first and fifth amendments, Senator. 

Senator Jonnston. The ruling of the Chair will be the same. We 
do not accept your right to not answer under the first amendment but 
we do under the fifth amendment, if you believe that it would incrimi- 
nate you if you answered the question truthfully. Do you believe it 
would incriminate you? 

Mrs. Boustosa. I have that feeling, Senator. 

Mr. Morris. Now, may I continue, Mr, Chairman, reading from the 
statement of Mrs. Funn—Mrs. Swan: 


By Albert Blumberg, who was the Party brains for the area. 

To your knowledge, was Albert Blumberg the party brains, Com- 
munist Party brains, for the area? 
72723—57—pt. 41——4 
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Mrs. Boustoc. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Now, I will read on: 

We would discuss party affairs, get literature, pay dues, and then shift into 
a discussion of the work we were doing for our organization. 

Is that accurate testimony ¢ 

Mrs. Boustoc. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris (reading). The cell was just for legislative representatives, it had 
no particular name or number. 

Were a member of such a cell, Mr. Bouslog ? 

Mrs. Boustoc. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris (reading). We had many informal party get-togethers at Harriet’s 
home. 

Is that a truthful statement? 

Mrs. Boustoe. Same answer. 


Mr. Morris (reading). She lived up around U Street. 


Did you live near U Street? 

Mrs. Boustos. I would like to consult with my counsel, please. 
(The witness consults with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Boustoc. Same answer. 


Mr. Morris (reading). Whenever Harry Bridges was in town, Harriet would 
give a party. Blumberg was always at these gatherings with Bridges. 


Is that statement accurate? I will read it again. 


Whenever Harry Bridges was in town, Harriet would give a party. Blum- 
berg was always at these gatherings with Bridges. 

Mrs. Boustoc. Same answer. 

Senator Jonnston. I want the record to show that after each time 
“The same answer” she makes—when she says that, I want the Chair 
to be understood as saying that he makes the same ruling in each in- 
stance, too. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Mr. Chairman, the next—what I have here now 
from Mrs. Swan, contains the names of many other individuals who 
were identified by her as Communists who were active in Washington 
at that time. Consistent with the practice that we have followed, in- 
asmuch as some of these people haven’t been called before us, I would 
like now to end this particular phase by asking a few general questions, 
rather than ask specific questions about specific individuals. 

Senator Jonnston. You may proceed in that manner. 

Mr. Morris. Were Communist Party dues collected from you at that 
time? 

Mrs. Boustoc. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. This particular information we have, the testimony 
that we have, is to the effect that a particular person collected the dues. 
But I don’t want to mention that person’s name, Senator. 

Now, at these meetings, did Blumberg—that is Albert Blumberg— 
bring in material for Communist Party discussions ? 

Mrs. Boustoc. The same answer. 

Mr. Morris. I now go back to what Mrs. Swan has told us. 

As I said, we discussed Communist Party principles and then shifted the dis- 
cussion to issues before Congress, how we were making out in our visits to the 
Hill ; we took assignments, formulated plans to visit Senators and Representa- 


tives on issues of the moment. Harriet was well educated and always gave her 
opinion on everything. 
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Are those statements true? 

Mrs. Boustoe. I want the advice of my counsel. 

(The witness confers with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Boustoc. The same answer. 

Mr. Morris. You would not care to deny any of those things that 
Mrs. Swan hastold us? Is that right, Mrs. Bouslog ? 

(The witness consults with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Boustoe. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Now, since you have been here in Honolulu, in Hawaii, 
have you been a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mrs. Boustog. Just a moment, please. 

(The witness confers with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Bousioc. The same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Are you a Communist now, Mrs. Bouslog ? 

Mrs. Boustoc. The same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, I have no more questions of this particu- 
lar witness, 

Senator Jounston. Any questions by any member of the commit- 
tee? 

Senator Weiker. No. 

Senator Warxins. I want to ask a question. Are you attorney for 
the Honolulu Record ? 

Mrs. Boustog. May I consult with my counsel, please ? 

(The witness consults with her counsel. ) 

Mrs. Boustog. Any clients I represent come within the realm of 
attorney-client relationship. 

Senator Watkins. You mean just the names of them ? 

Mrs. Boustog. Any clients I represent come within that privilege, 
Senator. 

Senator Watkins. I doubt that very much. No confidential matter 
there. You represent them in court. Have you ever represented the 
Honolulu Record in court? 

Mrs. Boustoa. I would like to talk to my counsel, please. 

(The witness consults with her counsel. ) 

Mrs. Boustog. Senator, I guess we will have to disagree on that. I 
think the names of the clients I represent do come within that privilege 
of the attorney-client relationship, at least so far as my divulging that 
relationship is concerned. 

Senator Warkrns. You mean—you can’t divulge, of course, the mat- 
ter, the confidential matter given to you by your clients—but I never 
considered it went so far as you couldn’t even mention the names of 
your clients. 

Mrs. Boustoe. It is the client’s right to name his attorney, not the 
attorney’s right to name the client, as I understand it. 

Mr. Morris. Senator, may I a question? Is it true, Mrs, Bous- 
log, that when the officials of the Honolulu Record appeared here, you 
appeared as their counsel before this committee ? 

(The witness consults with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Boutsos. I appeared here as attorney for individuals who had 
been subpenaed by this committee. 

Mr. Morris. But not for the publication itself ? 

Mrs. Boustoe. I appeared here for individuals. 

Senator Warkins. Do you know whether or not those individuals 
you appeared for were the officers or stockholders of the Honolulu Rec- 
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ord? I am not asking you to say anything more than whether you 
know or don’t know. That will require a “Yes” or “No” answer. 

Mrs. Boustoc. Just a minute, Senator. 

(The witness consults with her counsel. ) 

Mrs. Boustos. Any clients that I represent, and the information 
that I have from those clients, is protected, according to my under- 
standing and belief, by the attorney-client relationship as well as by 
the first amendment to the Constitution, and it seems to me that it is 
particularly appropriate that attorneys should zealously guard the 
matters that have been entrusted to them by their clients. 

Senator Warxins. That would be so even though you knew that a 
person had committed a heinous crime; it would be your obligation to 
keep sacred and inviolate their identity ? 

(The witness consults with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Bovustoe. Senator Watkins, I think that the relationship be- 
tween an attorney and his client is of the same character as between a 
doctor and his patient and as between a minister and his parishioner, 
and I believe that the things that I know from my client, even those of 
the kind, if they should exist, would be within the scope of that privi- 
lege, and that no lawyer worth his salt would go and denounce his 
chent to the law officials whose duty it is to find out what are the viola- 
tions of the law. 

Senator Watkins. Even though that client has committed treason 
against his own country, you think it would be your duty to protect 
him in that, asa lawyer ! 

Mrs. Boustog. I believe our Constitution gives every person the 
right to counsel, Senator. 

Senator WarTxrns. Yes. 

Mrs. Boustoe. And that right itself is written right into the Con- 
stitution. And no lawyer worth his salt would violate the constitu- 
tional rights of his client to the effective assistance of his counsel. 
And counsel who desires to be a stool pigeon certainly wouldn’t be 
a very effective counsel. 

Senator Warxrns. But suppose some person who has committed a 
heinous crime asked you for protection and shelter. Would you t 
a Or would you turn him over to the law? Now, what would you 

0 

Mrs. Boustoc. May I consult, please ? 

Senator Butter. You certainly shouldn’t have to consult. 

4 aD Bovustoe. I think this would take a conference of lawyers to 
ecide. 

Senator Borier. Would it? Whether or not you would turn a 
murderer over to justice, who comes to you and says he has murdered 
somebody, and wants you to shield him ? 

(The witness consults with her counsel. 

Senator Butter. What is your answer ! 

Mrs. Boustoe. My answer is that the books are full, the law 
books—— 


Senator Butter. I am not interested in what the books are full of. 
I am interested in-—— 


Mrs. Boustoe. —of what—— 
Senator Burizr. Would you shield a person that you know to have 
been guilty of a crime, who comes to you for asylum, or would you 
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turn him over to the law? That’s the only thing I want to know. 
What would you do asa lawyer? 

Mrs. Boustoc. I think that the constitutional right of a person to 
counsel, under the sixth amendment, includes the right to divulge in- 
formation in confidence to that lawyer. 

Senator Burzier. It also requires a lawyer to turn that person over 
to the law and then give him counsel. But do you tell me and this 
committee and the people of this Territory that you would shield a 
known criminal and not turn him over to the law? 

Mrs. Boustoa. I would like to consult my counsel. 

Senator Burier. You would take the law in your own hand, would 
you? 

(The witness consults with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Boustoc. Senator, you are a lawyer. I disagree with your 
version of what the law is. I believe—— 

Senator Burier. Will you define for this committee, then, what 
your idea is when somebody says you have compounded a felony, what 
would you be guilty of? 

Mrs. Boustoe. I believe that the lawyer-client—— 

Senator Burier. Will you answer that simple question? You're a 
lnnyees You can answer that. 

. Boustoc. Let me give an illustration. That every person who 
is accused or who has-been accused of committing murder 

Senator Burier. I am not talking about being accused. I asked 
you a simple question. A person comes to you, you know he has com- 
mitted a crime, he’s at large, and he asks you for asylum. Would you 
turn him over or would you shield him and help him escape? Now, 
I’m just asking you that simple question. 

rs. Boustoe. Under our Jaw, everyone is innocent until he is 
proven guilty, Senator, by the processes of the law. 

Senator Butter. Even though he has committed a crime, you would 
compound that crime or felony and shield him? Is that what you 
are telling this committee? 

Mrs. Bovustoe. Your version of the effeect-—— 

er Butter. Answer that yes or no. Would you or would you 
not 

Mrs. Boustoe, That is your version of the effect-— 

Senator Butter. I don’t care what my version is. I want you to 
answer that question yes or no. 

Mrs. Boustoe. Would you repeat the question, please ¢ 

Senator Butter. I wil repeat the question. Ifa person comes to 

ou and admits to you, as an attorney and a member of the bar of the 

erritory of Hawaii, that he has committed a heinous crime and wants 
asylum, would you give him asylum or would you turn him over to 
the authorities? Which would you do? 

Mrs. Boustoc. May I consult with my expert counsel, please? 

(The witness consults with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Boustoc. If a murderer came to my office, Senator, and sought 
my pega advice, I would give him my legal advice and he would leave 
my Office as any other client. 

Senator Burter. In other words, if a murderer came to your office. 
and asked you whether or not you could help him avoid the toils of the 
law, what would you do? | 
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Mrs. Boustoe. I would give him—my oath as a lawyer requires that 
I give legal advice to those who seek my help, and if someone—— 

Senator Butter. Suppose that advice is, “How can I get out of this 
thing. I have committed this murder. How can I get out of it? 
And can I get out of this thing, out of this fate?” And so forth. 
What would you tell him? 

Mrs. Boustoc. Excuse me just a minute, Senator. 

(The witness consults with her counsel. ) 

Mrs. Boustoc. Senator, under the ethics of the legal profession and 
under the Constitution of the United States, every person is innocent 
until proven guilty. 

Senator Butter. I know that. 

Mrs. Boustoe. And he has the right to a trial. 

Senator Burier. But the case I am citing to you is: This man comes 
to you and tells you that he has committed a crime. Now, what is your 
duty asalawyer? Just answer that simple question. 

Mrs. Boustoc. My duty as a lawyer is to see that he has his rights 
under the law. 

Senator Butter. Well, how do you see to that? You see he is first 
apprehended, don’t you, and then his rights start. 

Mrs. Boustoc. Well, lawyers perhaps may disagree. I have ex- 
plained to you, Senator, that—— 

Senator Burier. You don’t feel that you have any duty or obliga- 
tion to assist in the enforcement of the law ? 

Mrs. Bovustoc. I have a duty and an obligation to give advice to 
persons who seek my help. 

Senator Butter. Even though they admit to you that they are 
guilty? They come to you and tell you they have committed a crime, 
and ask you what to do. Now, doesn’t your oath make you turn them 
po to the authorities before you can deal with them as a lawyer and 
client ¢ 

Mrs. Boustoc. Under the law of the United States, Senator, that 
is not the case. No person is guilty until he is proved guilty in a 
court. 

Senator Butter. In other words, you wouldn’t do that? 

Mrs. Boustoc. No person is guilty until he is proved guilty in court. 

Senator Burter. You wouldn’t advise him to go to the proper au- 
thorities and turn himself over? 

Mrs. Boustoc. What? 

Senator Burier. You wouldn’t advise him to turn himself over to 
the authorities ? 

Mrs. Boustoc. You are asking what advice I would give him when 
he sought my legal advice. 

Senator Butter. There he is. Would you-—— 

Mrs. Boustoc. That would depend upon the facts and circumstances 
of the case, Senator. 

Senator Butter. If he admitted to you that he had committed a 
crime, aren’t you under a duty to tell him to turn himself over to the 
law and then you will represent him, and if you don’t do that, aren’t 
you an accessory as to the fact ? 

Mrs. Boustoe. May I consult before I answer ? 

Senator Butter. You oughtn’t have to consult. You're supposed to 
be a lawyer. They just said you are a very brilliant lawyer, and I 
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believe you are. And I also have observed that you seem to be a little 
more successful giving advice than you do following it. You gave a 
lot of other people advice on these questions. Why do you need so 
much now ? 

Mrs. Boustoe. The Senator knows that a lawyer who represents 
himself has a fool for a client. 

Senator Butter. Well, that’s right too. 

(The witness consulted with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Boustoc. The advice I would give to a client would depend 
upon the facts and circumstances. Under certain circumstances, I 
might give the advice you suggest. But as I say, I can’t take a specu- 
lative case. 

Senator Butter. Well, let’s suppose somebody came to you and said, 
“T’ve just committed an act of treason.” What would you do? That’s 
a simple question. Now, what would you do? As a lawyer. 

Mrs. Boustoc. Excuse me, Senator. May I consult, please ? 

(The witness consults with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Boustoe. I would advise that person the same as I would ad- 
vise any other person, Senator. 

Senator Burier. Well, what would your advice be. It’s universal. 
What is it now ? 

(The witness consults with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Boustoe. The advice that I would give that client or any client 
is privileged and confidential, but the advice I would give him would 
depend upon the facts that he told to me. 

enator Butter. I have just been handed a memorandum here. Sec- 
tions 4 and 5 of title 18 of the United States Code provide as follows: 

Any person who has or obtains knowledge of commission of a felony will forth- 
with report such fact to proper authority of government. If not, he is guilty 
of misprision of felony. 

Do you agree? Do you think that’s a salutary law or do you have 
a law of your own that you apply in such cases? 

Mrs. Boustoc. May I consult with my client—with my counsel ? 

(The witness consults with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Boustoe. According to my understanding, and I think prob- 
ably the understanding of most of the lawye1s in this Territory with 
whom I practice for some years now, that doesn’t apply to the con- 
fidential relationship between attorney and client. That is not my 
understanding. 

Senator Burter. I have no further questions. I give up, Senator. 

Senator Werxer. Mr. Chairman, may I have one question? 

Senator Jounston. Proceed. 

Senator Weixer. Madame Witness, you of course don’t want to 
leave the inference here before this committee that you would be a 
party to compounding a felony such as treason or murder. You 

ow what a’ a felony is, don’t you ? 

Mrs. Boustoe. May I consult with my counsel, please? 

(The witness consults with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Boustos. I have practiced law, well and honorably, and I will 
continue to tice as my oath requires, Senator. 

Bereed eee I don’t ane »s one ~ question. Do 
you know what compounding a felony is am really going to try 

to help you out of this little dilemma. WOR 
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Mrs. Boustoc. Would you please define it for me, Senator. Please. 

Senator Weixer. Yes. One who condones or agrees to or takes 
part in the—— 

Mrs. Boustoc. I can’t hear you, Senator. 

Senator Weixer. After action of a felony; one who suppresses that 
act from the constituted authority of the government is equally guilty 
in the eyes of the law. 

Now, isn’t it a fact that you would do this, Madame. If a man 
came to you and told you that he had committed a felony, such as 
treason or murder, you would advise him at once to report to the 
a administrative—administrators of law and of justice, give 

imself up, and then you would proceed from that time hence to de- 
ao that man, as your oath would provide you to do. Isn’t that a 
act 

Mrs. Boustoc. May I consult, please ? 

(The witness consults with her rer. 

Mrs. Boustoe. I am limited to advising clients. Now it may be in 
a particular case I would do just what you suggest, but it would de- 
pend upon the facts that were given to me in each individual case. 

Senator Werxrr. You would do nothing whatsoever to see that 
justice be carried out, whether it be the acquittal of your client or 
the conviction of your client; you would hold that secret in your own 
confidence, your own heart, rather than report it to the authorities? 

(The witness consults with her counsel.) 

Mrs. Boustoc. A lawyer must hold everything that his client tells 
him in confidence inviolate. : 

Senator Wetxer. Very well. But again let me reiterate the words 
asked you by Senator Butler. When fe comes to you and tells you 
that he has killed a person at such and such an address, do you believe 
it is the duty of a counselor or an attorney to keep that information 
inviolate and not advise your client to report to the authorities? 

Mrs. Boustoc. I said that under certain circumstances, depending 
upon the facts of each case, I might give just the advice that you have 
suggested, Senator. 

Senator Wexixer. Well, I am just giving you this one hypothetical 
little question. Assuming that a man comes to you and tells you that 
he has committed an act of treason or sabotage against the Govern- 
ment of the United States, and he relates to you exactly what those acts 
are. Now, would you tell him to report immediately to the authorities 
or would you keep that a secret in your own heart ? 

Mrs. Bousroc. I think I’ve given you the best answer that I can, 
Senator. I think our discussion is almost the same as with Senator 
Butler. 

Senator Weixer. Very well. I am entitled to interrogate too, and I 
want the answer. 

Mrs. Boustoc. The same answer I gave to Senator Butler. 
ae Wetxer. It depends upon the individual case. Would that 

it 

Mrs. Boustoc. And my understanding of the constitutional right of 
counsel, of the client to counsel, and of the co-equal right to have his 
confidence, once given to his attorney, maintained. 

Senator Weixer. Let me ask you this. Why wouldn’t you ask him 
to go down and report the fact tothe—— 

Mrs. Boustos. I probably would, Senator. 
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Senator Wexixer. To the constituted authorities of the government 
and then you take your duty as a counselor and defend him to the best 
ability that you might have 

Boustoc. I probably would, but it would depend upon the 
facts and circumstances. 

Senator Weixer. In other words, you would be the judge instead of 
the judiciary or the prosecuting official, as to whether or not an indict- 
ment should be filed against this man ? 

Mrs. Boustoa. I believe under our system of government every per- 
son is innocent until proven guilty. 

Senator Weixer. Now, we have heard that many times, and I don’t 
think there’s a freshman in law school any place in the United States 
or its Territories that doesn’t know that fact. 

Mrs. Boustoc. Except Senate Committees. 

Senator We.xker. Except Senate committees? Madame, I might tell 
you that I’ve defended more people accused of crime than you have, 
and I’ve practiced a great deal longer than you have. And I’m trying 
to be fair on this, and I believe these Senators here are just as well edu- 
cated, some them far more educated in the field of law than you are. 

Mrs. Boustoe. I have no doubt—I defer to the legal education and 
experience of the Senators. 

ator WriKer. Well, you know they’re all, and some of them are 
outstanding men on this committee, having had judicial experience, 
prosecuting experience and defense experience. So your reflection 
about the tors on this committee not knowing any law I don’t be- 
lieve is well taken. 

Mrs. Boustoe. I didn’t say that, Senator. 

Senator Weixer. You said we didn’t understand. 

Mrs. Bovstoe. I did not. I said that you haul people in here as if 
they were guilty of something. You are not respecting the presump- 
tion of innocence. You have called numerous witnesses in here, treat- 
ing them as if they were guilty of some crime, and they are guilty of 
nothing, under our Constitution. 

Senator Jounston. The witness will have to say that every one of 
them has been given a right to answer the questions, “Yes” or “No.” 

Senator Weixer. Have we been such terrible people by asking these 
questions that you have heard daily nemesese here, and you have 
been most of the time advising those people called before this commit- 
tee to take the fifth amendment. That is a fact, isn’t it? 

Mrs. Boustos. I think your hauling them here is the thing that is 
wrong, Senator. 

Senator Weiker. We're hauling them here? 

Mrs. Boustoe. Under compulsion, to testify as to their beliefs and 
their associations. 

Senator Wetxer. Do you know any of your clients who have been 
hauled here who ought not to have been hauled before this committee ? 

Mrs. Boustoc. I think no one should be forced to testify against 
himself before this committee, and that this committee should not 
issue subpenas to Sei pene ou are not, gentlemen, the execu- 
tive or the judicial branch of the Government, in whom solely rests 
the prosecutions for crime. You are not here to investigate crimes; 
you are here to—for an entirely different purpose. 

Senator Wetxker. Right. 
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Mrs. Boustoe. And that is your function. And I feel that you are 
treading upon a field in which you as a congressional committee have 
no right to tread, in forcing these people to come in and testify as to 
their beliefs, their associations, and trying to get them to testify about 
their trade unions and their newspaper. I think you have exceeded 
your powers, gentlemen. 

Senator Weixer. Now, will you name just one of the witnesses who 
has been called before this committee that ought not to have been 
called before the committee ? 

Mrs. Boustoe. I think none of the persons who were brought here 
under compulsion should have been brought here, gentlemen. 

Senator Wrixer. In other words, we might just as well give up and 
forget the investigation of communism and the protection of our 
country and the internal security angle and permit them all to range 
at large and at field and this legislative committee that you are now 
appearing before should cease operation. Is that your idea of it? 

Mrs. Boustos. I did not say that, Senator. I said—You came here 
to put on a show for the people here. Mr Morris had all the informa- 
tion that he asked these people 

Senator JoHNnsTon. We are not going to have any reflections upon 
this committee. We came here to try to find out how to relieve a situa- 
tion that had been reported to us, to the United States Senate. And 
any reflection on this committee and why we came here, this Chairman 
will not stand for that. 

Senator Watkins. Mr. Chairman. 

Mrs. Boustoc. The question was asked, Senator, and that was the 
reason why I answered a question that was directed to me. 

Senator Warkins. Mr. Chairman. The people of this Territory 
have known what has happened here. It has all been in public, except 
the executive sessions. T e executive sessions are a matter of record 
as well. Nobody has been abused here. They have had their opportu- 
nity to come in. That is the only way in the world we can find facts 
on many of these matters, to get the real truth, by asking the people 
themselves who are involved. 

Now we have been trying here for several days to find out about this 
Honolulu Record. We thought we had the aoe who are working 
for it. But they took the protection of the fifth amendment and 
wouldn’t admit—they wouldn’t testify at all about it. When they said 
they claimed the protection of the fifth amendment, that was the end 
of it. They weren’t required to furnish any evidence on it. 

But up to this moment, unless we go around and bring in dozens 
and dozens of people who have done business with it, it looks as though 
we can’t find anybody who will give us the facts about the Honolulu 
Record. We thought we knew the facts but we can’t get them from 
the people who should know them best of all. 

And this country isn’t going to allow its liberty to be taken away 
from it. This country isn’t going down to destruction simply because 
we have some people who don’t agree with it. We are acting on the 
rights the Constitution gives us to make this type of investigation. 
We’re here under the Constitution too. 

And attorneys only practice law as a privilege. It is not a con- 
stitutional right to practice law—none whatsoever, and it has so been 
held. States can regulate it, States can take away the license. That’s 
well known and understood. 
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Now I want to be charitable to you. You have expressed very well 
your views. But at the same time, I can’t agree with you. Some of 
the things you’ve said and the evasion with which you have sae 


“Yes” or 


some of these questions to which you could have answered 
“No” very readily, make it appear that you wanted toevade. 

Now, frankly, I don’t agree with you. I would say that ordinarily 
some of the things that you’ve said are a terrible reflection on lawyers. 
Lawyers are not that way; lawyers obey the law. They can’t be above 
the! fate They can’t keep treason hid, they can’t keep murder hid, 
just because they’re lawyers. They can’t do that and do it legally and 
lawfully and ethically and morally—put them all in. 

I just want to make that expression. I want to be charitable with 

ou. I just think you misunderstand. I am not condemning you but 
I certainly can’t let the impression go out that I agree with you on 
these matters. Some points you made very well, and you were prob- 
ably right on some of these points, but not on all of them, and not on 
the main theme. 

Lawyers don’t have to be stool pigeons and all that sort of thing. 
That isn’t the point. But the law requires people—and there is no 
exception in the law—when the facts come to them, to do certain things, 
just the same as any other citizen. And of course when the knowledge 
comes even before the attorney-client relationship comes into being 
that makes a difference. But you are taking the position that you 
don’t have to do ae about it. 
outa that’s all I have to say about it. I merely wanted to clear 

up. 

Sonata Jounston. Anything further? 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, I have one order of business here I 
would like to put into the record because I promised counsel I would 
try to finish up so far as their clients are concerned this morning. 

r. ANDERSEN. You're about an hour and a half overdue now. 

Mr. Morris. Frank Marshall Davis was one of the witnesses sub- 
penaed. We have taken his testimony in executive session. I have 
taken this up with the chairman and he has agreed that he will be 
satisfied if we take the executive session testimony and put it into the 
public record. 

Will you Senators agree to that? 

Senator Jounston. I approve of it. 

Mr. Morris. I will make it available. 

Senator Jonnston. No opposition. It will be made a part of the 


record. 

(The testimony is as follows :) 

Mr. Symonps. Senator Watkins and Mr. Morris, this is Frank Mar- 
shall Davis, 

Senator Warxsrns. What is your name? 

Mr. Davis. Frank Marshall Davis. 

Senator Warxrs. Will you raise your right hand and be sworn? 
Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are about to give in the 
matter now pending before this committee will be the truth, the whole 
truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Davis. I do. 

Senator Warxrns. You may be seated. 
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TESTIMONY OF FRANK MARSHALL DAVIS 


Mr. Morris. Give your name and address to the reporter, Mr. Davis. 

Mr. Davis. Frank Marshall Davis, 47-388 Kam Highway. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Davis, when did you come to Honolulu? 

Mr. Davis. In 1948. 

Mr. Morris. 1948. Where were you born? 

Mr. Davis. Arkansas City, Kans. 

Mr. Morris. What has been your education ? 

Mr. Davis. Let’s see. Through high school and a year at Friends 
University. 

Mr. Morris. Where is Friends University ? 

Wor Davis. And at Kansas State College. That is at Manhattan, 
ans. 

Mr. Morris. You are a columnist, are you not, for the Honolulu 
Record ? 

(The witness consults with his attorney.) 

Senator Warxins. Just a minute, Counsel. Did he ask you any- 
thing before you started to talk? 

Mrs. Boustoe. Yes; he did, Senator. 

Senator Warxrns. I couldn’t see his lips move. 

Mrs. Boustoc. He had his back to me. 

Senator Warxrns. I could see that side of his face. 

Mrs. Bovstoe. I tell you, Senator, he did ask me. 

Senator WaTxrns. Ihave noticed the tendency, however, for coun- 
sel, not only in this hearing here but in the hearings on other days, 
before the witness could even open his mouth, to start to advise him. 
That amounts to what we call coaching the witness, and it is not per- 
mitted in this committee. 

You see, the witnesses are not parties. They come in as any ordi- 
nary citizen would come in to testify in a matter in which the Senate 
is interested, as an ordinary witness would come in to testify in court. 
Such witnesses are not entitled to have counsel or register objections, 
and all of that sort of thing. They may come before the court to 
testify, as you know, with nobody there except the judge to advise 
them as to their rights as witnesses. Now, to have an attorney present 
to advise a witness, in this hearing, is a privilege that is granted. It 
is not a right. 

Mrs. Boustoe. I regard the fact that my client has the constitutional 
right to counsel—— 

Senator Watkins. Oh, certainly, but not to be coached as to the 
testimony he shall give in the proceedings. 

Mrs. Boustoc. He turned to me and asked me for my advice, and 
I gave it to him. 

Senator Warxrns. I have been watching this very closely, ever since 
these hearings out here began, and obviously the witnesses have asked 
for advice in many instances, but obviously the witnesses never have 
had time to make their requests for | advice before counsel has 
begun to give advice. I just warn you. at is all. 

Mr. Morris. We have information, Mr. Davis—did you answer the 
last question or did you invoke the privilege of the—— 

Mr. Davis. No; I decline to answer that, on the basis of the fifth 
amendment. 
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Mr. Morris. We have information and evidence you were a member 
of the faculty of the Abraham Lincoln School in Chicago. Is that 
information accurate, Mr. Davis? 

Mr. Davis. I decline to answer that, also on the same grounds. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, the Abraham Lincoln School was one 
of the Communist schools. 

Are you a Communist now, Mr. Davis? 

Mr. Davis. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. I have no further questions at this time, Senator. I 
ask that you order the witness to stand by. 

Senator Warxrns. Stand by. That means you will report to the 
open hearing room. 

(End of Davis testimony taken in executive session. ] 

Mr. Morris. That concludes the testimony of Mr. Davis. One other 

thing, Senator, I would like to point out, because I think it should be 
abundantly clear from our record, that the last two witnesses who 
appeared here today were not subpenaed because they represented 
an ; 
At the very outset these were the first people we subpenaed, and 
we told them, these particular witnesses, that they were scheduled to 
be the first witnesses, and they asked that they testify last. They 
acknowledged that on the public record, and I would like for the record 
at this point to show that fact. 

Senator Jounston. Thank you. Any other questions? 

Mr. Morris. No, Senator. 

Senator Jounsron. There are no questions. The witness will be 
excused at this particular time. 

Mrs. Boustoc. Thank you, Senator. 

Senator Jonnston. The committee will adjourn until 9 : 30 tomorrow 
morning. 

(Whereupon, at 12: 30 p. m., the subcommittee adjourned.) 
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THURSDAY, DECEMBER 6, 1956 


Untrep States SENATE, 
Suscommirree To INVESTIGATE THE 
ADMINISTRATION OF THE InTERNAL Security Act 
AND Orner InTerNAL Security Laws 
OF THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, 
Honolulu, T. H. 

The subcommittee met, pursuant to adjournment, at 9:30 a. m., in 
— senate chamber, Iolani Palace, Senator Olin D. Johnston, pre- 
siding. 

Prssenie Senators Johnston, Watkins, Welker, and Butler. 

Also present: Robert Morris, chief counsel; Benjamin Mandel, re- 
search director. 

Senator Jounstron. The committee will come to order. 

Mr. Morris. Senator, I would like to put into the record some de- 
velopments that took place since the last meeting of the committee. 

Senator Jounston. Proceed. 

Mr. Morris. We had a witness who was under subpena come in 
yesterday afternoon. Before coming in, he asked that we have our 
session not inside the palace, because he was in “fear of violence,” to 
use his words. 

He stated that he had been a Communist, that he had left the 
Communist Party, and that he was willing to answer all our questions, 
but he ry om not to put him in public for his own sake and for the 
sake of his family. Now, that is his particular fear and I have no way 
of assessing that. P 

He did mention the names of many of the people who have appeared 
here in open session, he identified them for us as Communists; and he 
is —- by, willing to testify further in executive session. And we 
have asked him if he would cooperate with the Territorial commission, 
and he said he would. And that’s where that one stands, Senator. 

Now, then, last night I spoke with another person who had been a 
Communist, and this man was not under subpena, but he was brought 
to the committee through other persons. And he stated that he had 
been a Communist, and discussed very, very candidly and frankly 
the details of his Communist participation. He estimated that prior 
to the Korean war, there were, in these islands, more than 150 Com- 
munists, to his knowledge. After the Korean war got under way, there 
was a diminution in the ranks of the Communists of about 20 percent ; 
he said it varied between 10 and 20 percent and possibly more. In 
fact, at. one point he said it went down below the figure of 100. And 
then, however, after the Korean war, he perceived again the trend 
started to go up again. And that was the limit of his direct knowledge. 
He thought that the most encouraging development, he told us, was 
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the development of a rightwing opposition to leadership within the 
International Longshoremen’s & Warehousemen’s Union. He thought 
that was the most encouraging sign that had taken place. 

He, too, will cooperate with the commission. 

I think for the sake of the full record, I would like to put those facts 
into the record. 

Senator Jounsron. You are at liberty to put those into the record. 

Mr. Morris. Senator, one thing I might add, that all of these four 
witnesses who now have cooperated with the subcommittee, have, at 
some time in the past, invoked privilege before some tribunal. I use 
the word “tribunal” very generally, Senator. Either senatorial com- 
mittee, house committee, Territorial commission, or a court. 

The witness this morning, Senator, is Mr. William B. Stephenson, 
chairman of the Territorial commission. 

Senator Jonnsron. Mr. Stephenson, come around. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Stephenson, will you come forward ? 

Senator Jounsron. Raise your right hand and be sworn. You 
swear that the testimony you give before this subcommittee will be 
the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. SterHenson. I do. 

Senator Jounston. Be seated. 


TESTIMONY OF WILLIAM B. STEPHENSON 


Rs ete Will you give your name and address to the reporter, 
please 

Mr. SrerHenson. William B. Stephenson, 2978 Old Pali Road, 
Honolulu. : 

Mr. Morris. And what is your business or occupation ? 

Mr. SrerHenson. I am an attorney at law. 

Mr. Morris. And do you hold a position with the Territory of 
Hawaii? 

Mr. SterHenson, I am, at Present, chairman, and a member of the 
Territorial Commission on Subversive Activity. 

Mr. Morris. What is that commission, Mr. Stephenson ? 

Mr. Srernenson. This commission was established by joint resolu- 
tion of the special session of the legislature in 1949. at was the 
session that was necessitated by the waterfront strike we had in that 

ear. 
The commission is composed of 7 members, 4 of whom are from this 
island, 1 each from the counties of Kauai, Maui, and Hawaii. 

Mr. Morris. Are these all unpaid commissioners, Mr. Stephenson ? 

Mr. StepHenson. They are unpaid. 

Mr. Morris. Proceed. 

Mr. Srepuenson. It is a ore commission. At the present 
time there are 3 Democrats, 3 Republicans, and 1 nonpartisan, mem- 
bers of this commission. The law specifically requires that at least 
three members, including the chairman, be attorneys. 

The statutory mandate is that this commission shall investigate, 
analyze, make findings of fact, report to the legislature or, under cer- 
tain instances, to the governor, concerning subversive activities in the 
Territory of Hawaii. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Stephenson, you are also a judge, are you not, in 
the islands? 
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Mr. SrepHenson. I am a district magistrate. 

Mr. Morris. You are here pursuant to subpena issued by the Internal 
Security Subcommittee / 

Mr. SrerHEnson. That is correct. 

Mr. Morris. And the Internal Security Subcommittee has also di- 
rected you to make available to it the records of the commission, is 
that right? 

Mr. Srepuenson. Yes. 1 was served with a subpena a number of 
weeks ago, also a subpena duces tecum to produce all of the records and 
files of the commission, and that has been done. 

1 would like the record to show that section 3 of the act under which 
we operate states that the records and files of the commission are con- 
fidential, with certain exceptions. In view of the fact that the com- 
mission itself, members of the commission, in an inquiry held by the 
Territorial house of representatives in 1955, refused, under claim of 
official privilege to divulge certain information, I sought the opinion 
of the attorney general of Hawaii as to what the position of any mem- 
ber or employee of the commission would be if subpenaed before this 
subcommittee. 

I am in possession of his opinion, which states that we are com- 
pellable to produce our records, and I think the basis is simply that 
no act of the Territorial legislature, which is itself a creature of Con- 
gress, can restrain the power of Congress to investigate. 

Mr. Morris. Mr, Stephenson, you are also a naval intelligence ofli- 
cer, are you not? 

Mr. Strernenson. I was. 

Mr. Morris. Would you tell us what positions you have held with 
respect to the military here on these islandat 

Mr. Steruenson. Prior to and during World War II, I performed 
various naval intelligence duties; I also served with the infantry, that 
is the XXIV Corps of the Army in the Leyte invasion, doing intelli- 
gence work; I also served with the Tenth Army in the Okinawa cam- 
paign, at which time I was in charge of psychological warfare for the 

nited States forces in Okinawa. 

Mr. Morris. And.as such handled propaganda for the Tenth Army? 

Mr. Stepuenson. That is correct. , 

Mr. Morris. And then since the war you have maintained your as- 
sociations with the naval intelligence establishment, have you not ? 

Mr. Sreruenson, I have at times. . 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Stephenson, I wonder if you could tell us about 
the strategic importance of these islands? 

Mr. Srepuenson, I think that all you need do is look at a map of 
the Pacific. If you remove the Hawaiian Islands from the map, you 
have distances of incredible length, that is, between land masses. The 
distance from San Francisco to Guam, for example, would be roughly 
twice the distance from San Francisco to Pentlate, And going to the 
southwest, your next land mass, say New Guinea or New Zealand, is 
onal far removed. So that Hawaii is very conveniently located 
where it is, considering the needs of the country for a base here. And 
also, even in civilian communication, considering the present range of 
flight of aircraft. I think it is a matter of common knowledge that - 
aircraft don’t normally fly directly from San Francisco to Guam, and 
I think it would, under present tec ical developments, be econom- 
72723—57—pt. 415 
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ically infeasible to run an airline in that manner. We are strategically 
located in that very simple sense. 

Mr. Morris. Is there anything more you can tell us about the stra- 
tegic position of the islands with respect to the military ? 

Mr. Srernenson. In any advance operations in the Pacific, opera- 
tions of either defensive or offensive nature, involving the Asian con- 
tinent, obviously the more bases that we have between Asia and the 
United States, the more bases of large land mass, the better we are 
able to mount our operation, provide refueling, repair facilities for 
vessels, and so forth. It is rather elementary. 

Mr. Morris. Are the Hawaiian Islands dependent upon oceanborne 
commerce ¢ 

Mr. Sterwenson. Speaking of the civilian economy here? 

Mr. Morris. Yes. 

Mr. Srernenson. I don’t know the exact statistics but—— 

Senator Jounston. Of course, if you would transfer the usefulness 
to the enemy, it would just give them the benefit of the islands, too, 
just like it is a benefit to us to have the use of them now. Isn’t that 
true ? 

Mr. Sreruenson. Oh, definitely, Senator. That would place a base 
of first-rate caliber for air and sea operations within very convenient 
range of the west coast. 

Now, with regard to oceanborne commerce, I think it is fair to say 
that the general population of the Territory of Hawaii is largely de- 
pendent upon oceanborne commerce. I don’t have the food consump- 
tion statistics, but I think that it is probable that we import more than 
half of our foodstuffs. In a protracted strike or any other blockade 
of this area, it would be entirely conceivable that the amount of food 
produced locally would go down. One reason being you can’t im- 
port fertilizer, for example. When your existing stocks run out, you 
are obviously going to suffer a deleterious effect in your overall local 
production of edibles. 

Now, as far as other commodities are concerned, probably we are 
dependent 99 percent on oceanborne commerce. I am thinking of 
building materials, clothes, and other tangibles of that type. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Mr. Stephenson, who controls the waterfront of 
the Hawaiian Islands? 

Mr. Srepnenson. Well, that depends, on the sense in which you 
use “control.” As I see it, there are four possible groups who could 
exercise potential control im the sense of creating a blockade. Two 
groups in the shipping industry. That is, either the owners of ships 
Sane refuse to send ships in here, which to my knowledge has never 
happened, other than on a purely isolated basis when it wasn’t con- 
venient for them to call. Or the labor force on those ships could refuse 
to sail the ships from other eens they would not reach here. 

The other approach is at the Honolulu waterfront. Now, there are 
two groups there who ntially control the waterfront. I am speak- 
ing now of your stevedoring operations. Ships come in here and the 
crews from those ships do not unload the ships. Land based stevedores 
do. Now, if the stevedoring companies conceivably should act in con- 
cert to lock out their workers, denying a labor force to be present to 
unload these ships, then you could say that they control. a prac- 
tical matter, the only large measure of control that has ever been 
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exercised is, however, by the labor force itself, that labor force being 
almost completely organized within the International Longshore- 
men’s & Warehousemen’s Union. 

Mr. Morris. Now they are able to exercise control over the whole 
port of Hawaii, are they not? The port of Honolulu? 

Mr. SrerHenson. Not only the port of Honolulu but the ports on the 
other islands as well. 

Mr. Morris. In other words, this particular group can control the 
shipping to the islands? 

Mr. SterHenson. They can’t control the shipping, but they can con- 
trol the non-loading and the non-unloading of the ships. 

Mr. Morris. Has this control ever been demonstrated ! 

Mr. Sterwenson. In 1949 it was. 

Mr. Morris. Will you tell us briefly about the 1949 strike? 

Mr. SrerHenson. Well, by perhaps an unhappy coincidence, the 
strike started on May 1. That happens to be known as International 
Working Class Day in Moscow. Whe strike started on May 1, 1949, 
and continued for nearly 6 months. The strike was of increasingly 
greater deleterious effect to the Territory. Stocks of foodstuff, for 
example, or clothing or building materials, that were here prior to 
May 1 of that year were used up. We had the problem of replacing 
them. I have made no effort to refresh my memory on all the details 
of that strike, but the community was up in arms, and this was all the 
result of the control exercised by a small group of men. 

Now, you've had testimony here indicating that the strength of the 
membership of the ILWU in these islands is somewhere around 24,000 
members. 

I believe, at that time, the longshore group of the union had some- 
where around 2,000—maybe only 1700. It was only the longshore- 
men who went out on strike. It wasn’t necessary to strike the sugar 
or pineapple industries because, in my analysis, the Hawaiian Islands 
may be visualized as a human body would, and you don’t have to klil 
the whole body in order to kill the victim. You can throttle him at the 
throat. And the throat of the Hawaiiian Islands, from the standpoint 
of dependency upon the material things of life, is the Honolulu water- 
front and to a lesser degree the outer island waterfronts. Theoreti- 
cally you might supply these islands by air, but if you gentlemen will 
recall the Berlin airlift of 1948, that placed a tremendois strain on 
the military and civilian air transport facilities of the United States, 
and they were flying a relatively she distance—not 2,200 miles. 

_ So under the present, ra the pene type of aircraft that we have 
in the world, you cannot feasibly, economically, ever supply these 
islands solely by air. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Stephenson, the fact that the pineapple and sugar 
pene workers did not go on strike actually aided the strikers, did 
1 

Mr. SterHenson. It certainly did. 

Mr. Morris. Will you tell us how ? | 

Mr. StepHenson. I say in round figures 2,000 longshoremen were 
out on strike. That leaves, say, 22,000 workers who were not on strike.’ 
a" were still employed in sugar and pineapple. They were being 
paid wages, they were subject to strike assessments for the benefit of 
the waterfront strikers. They did pay strike assessments. They 
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helped their fellow union members who were on strike on the water- 
front. 

Mr. Morris. And yet the waterfront people were able to completely 
paralyze the islands 

Mr. SrerHenson. That’s correct. 

Mr. Morris. Now, I think, Mr. Stephenson, you told us in execu- 
tive session, you showed us a paper which related the desperation of 
the people of Hawaii at the time. I wonder if you would mention 
that in the record at this time ? 

Mr. Sreruenson. There was published locally an insert to the 
Honolulu Advertiser, as I recall at the time it was meant to make—to 
put in easy mailable form—something about the strike that a here 
could mail—well, it says, “Pass this along to friends and congress- 
men.” And large quantities of these did go forward in the mails. 

Mr. Morris. And that paper described the plight of the people of 
Hawaii at the time? 

Mr. SrerHenson. Yes. It gives a thumbnail sketch of the situation. 
Food rotting on ships in port. United States citizens hostages in 
ILWU strike. National safety is imperiled. And so forth. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Mr. Stephenson, based on your observation at 
the time and your general knowledge of this Communist international 
organization, was there any connection between this particular strike 
and the worldwide Communist movement ! 

Mr. STtePHENSON. It appeared to me at that time, and has ever since, 
that there was more—that it was more than coincidental that while 
the Hawaii dock strike was in progress you had similar dock strikes 
around the world, And just to show you, using 1 personality or 2 
personalities, how these things tie together. There was a dock strike 
in Liverpool, England, and Harry Bridges was at large on bail and 
under the usual conditions that he could not leave the Federal dis- 
trict without permission of the court. He sought permission to go to 
Marseilles, France, to preside over the—it was the maritime section of 
the World Federation of Trade Unions; it might have been called 
the Maritime Federation of the World. Anyhow, it is the maritime 
section of the World Communist Front in the trade union field. 
Bridges was denied the right to leave the United States, so he sent 
as his deputy Louis Boris Goldblatt. 

Press reports, which were given great prominence here, indicated 
that, when Goldblatt was through with his business at Marseilles, he 
went up to England for the purpose of inspecting the Liverpool strike. 
I don’t know what his capacity as inspector might be, but at least that 
was his announced purpose, as reported by world press services. And 
further, according to press reports, he was met at Croydon Airport by 
British security authorities who put him on the next plane and sent 
him back to France. The British Government released an official 
statement to the effect that he was being summarily deported because 
he was an International Communist agent. 

Mr. Morris. That is Mr. Goldblatt: who is the secretary-treasurer, 
International secretary-treasurer of the ILWU ? 

Mr. SterHenson. That’s correct. It is a little object lesson, by the 
way, to some of our friends who say in handling the Communist situa- 
tion: “Why can’t we be democratic like the British are?” I have 
never seen any move to summarily throw Mr. Goldblatt off this island, 
like the British did off the British Isles. 
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Senator Watkins. May I also point out that the British are doing 
away with this so-called protection that we have under the fifth amend- 
ment. They are taking the position that the welfare of the country is 
more important than some of the liberties granted to the citizens. That 
if the Commonwealth is to continue to exist, it must take means to pro- 
tect itself. And where they do not have a written constitution, Parlia- 
ment is able to do that sort of thing. And they are actually, in prac- 
tice now, not granting the privilege of not testifying if the testimony 
might incriminate the witness. And that’s being done without putting 
it up to the people as a whole for a vote or anything of that sort. They 
do not have a written constitution, as you know, so Parliament is prac- 
tically in full and complete control of the country. 

Senator Burier. Senator, that is, as a matter of fact, the British 
system, isn’t it? 

Senator Warxtns. What is that? 

Senator Butter. That is the British system. When Parliament 
speaks, that’s it. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Stephenson, you have encountered the influence 
and the connections with the WETU before, have you not? That is 
the World Federation of Trade Unions. 

Mr. SterHenson. Well, I have made a casual study of it. The ma- 
terials available in our isolated community aren’t too numerous. But I 
do recall that, I believe, it was formed in 1945, and the glow of peace 
that followed the conclusion of World War IT, and that a number of 
American labor associations, at least the CIO if not the A. F. of L., did 
affiliate with it. 


Mr. Morris. That was only temporarily, for the time being, wasn’t 
it? 

Mr. SrepHenson. Yes. I believe in 1948, when the CIO found it 
was not a legitimate international confederation of trade unions, but 
was an instrument of Russian foreign rey an instrument meant to 


penetrate the labor organizations of the world, the CIO got out. And 
I do recall an excellent article that appeared in the Saturday Evening 
Post, by James B. Carey, and I think that Mr. Carey is every bit as 
good and probably better than any labor leader in the ILWU, and I 
think he is every bit as anti-Communist as any member of the sub- 
committee or myself, and he lays it right on the line about this World 
Federation of Trade Unions. 

And I understand, and this is just based on recollection, there was a 
disaffiliation of some type. Well, now, I should go back a minute. The 
ILWU fought and opposed the move in the CIO to disaffiliate and 
announced that if the CIO disaffiliated, the ILWU as a constituent 
part of the CIO would nevertheless affiliate itself, and it was affiliated. 
And I believe in 1950 or 1951 the ILWU purported to disaffiliate from 
this world organization. But I thought it passing strange that only 
recently, I believe 1954, one issue contained a leading article—— 

Mr. Morris. One issue of what paper ? 

Mr. SterHenson. One issue of the publication the World Federa- 
tion of Trade Unions. It contains a leading article by J. V. Stalin, 
addressed in the form of a letter to the workers of Japan. I wasn’t. 
under the impression that he was considered a qualified labor leader 
among the nations ofthe world. | 

In another issue, I believe 1954, there was an article over the byline 
of Jack W. Hall. That brings up an interesting point. Even the edi- 
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tor of this world magazine thought it necessary to explain by a foot- 
note: “The International Longshoremen’s & Warehousemen’s Union, 
the title itself doesn’t mean what it says so far as organization is con- 
cerned.” Now, normally, on the mainland, as we call it, if you have a 
hod carriers union, well that union limits itself to organizing hod car- 
riers. And the same with typographical workers, carpenters, plumbers, 
and so forth. 

In Hawaii we have the International Longshoremen’s & Warehouse- 
men’s Union. They started out organizing the longshoremen. I am 
not informed on whether warehousemen are organized or not. Possi- 
bly they are. But asI said earlier, and you have had other testimony, 
the great bulk of the membership is among agricultural workers. 

I think that is a little bit atypical. It shows a growth of this union, 
not primarily in the field in which it was set up to operate, but, in 
this particular area, a growth calculated to get control of as large a 
percentage of the labor force of the Territory of Hawaii as possible. 

Now, they have organized a bakery here ; they have organized work- 
ers in the shops of automobile dealers. I mean if they called them- 
selves the General Confederation of Labor, or something like that, 
out here, there might be some sense to it, but that was a little bit atypi- 
cal, and as I say, the editor of this worldwide Communist labor publi- 
cation though it necessary to put in a footnote to explain that this 
union did organize workers other than those named in the title 

Mr. Morrts. Now, before getting off the subject completely, I would 
like to mention that you prepared an intelligence paper, did you not, 
or a summary, Mr. Stephenson, on the interconnection of the 1949 
strike with Communist strikes throughout the world? 

Mr. Sternenson. Unfortunately, this is the sole copy I have left, 
[ wouldn’t call it an intelligence paper, it was sent to a few friends 
and to a couple of Members of Congress. I just put together in very 
hasty fashion, a few of the facts bearing on the subject, events in the 
world, during 1949. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, I have read this paper and it is the only 
thing we have had in the present series of hearings that would seem 
to, or would lend any kind of support whatever, to identification of 
the 1949 strike as a political strike. Now, we are going to get into 
the realm of political strikes next, but for whatever probative value 
it has, I suggest, Senator, that this four-page paper be read into the 
record at this time. It is certainly interesting and I think it would be 
of value to the committee. 

Senator Jonnsron. It shall be so ordered, that it become a part of 
the record. 

Senator Warxrns. May the witness read it? 

Senator Jounston. Yes. 

Senator Warxrns. Read that. 

Mr. SterHenson. I might say, Mr. Chairman, that, in looki 
around the other day and trying to find a copy of this, I have what 
think is only a partial copy, it covers most of the points. 

Mr. Morris. Will you read it? 


Mr. SrepHenson. This was written by me sometime during the 
summer of 1949. 


A few munths before the end of World War II, the World Federation of Trade 
Unions was formed. This was ostensibly to be an international federation of 
trade unions and industrial unions. The CIO affiliated with the WFTU but 
the A. F. of L. did not. 
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Then I allude to James Carey’s article. 


As Carey points out in his article, it soon became apparent that, as with cer- 
tain prewar international labor organizations, the Russians were bent upon 
using the WFTU as an instrument of Russian power and penetration abroad. 
The democratic countries represented in the WFTU found themselves unable to 
stamp out the practices to which the WFTU was being put by the Russians, so 
the affiliated unions from the democratic countries withdrew. As of the present 
time, the WFTU continues in existence as a completely Soviet-dominated in- 
ternational front. 

Whereas the statement of purposes of the WFTU are intended to lead one to 
believe that it is interested in bettering the lot of the working class in all coun- 
tries, in various trades and industries and on various levels, it has become ap- 
parent that the WFTU is concentrating its efforts on controlling the waterfronts 
of the world. It is not attempting to control all maritime unions but primarily to 
capture the unions of dockworkers. The obvious purpose of this strategy lies 
in the fact that he who controls the waterfronts of the world largely controls 
the ocean commerce of the world. In addition to the fact that many seamen’s 
unions will not sail their ships from behind striking dockworkers’ picket lines, 
there is the critical fact that cargo vessels which cannot be loaded or unloaded 
are of no value in ocean commerce. 

In the execution of their strategy, aimed at controlling all docks, the WFTU 
Communist leaders have noted that one big loophole still exists, which will not 
be closed by dock strikes. That loophole is the commerce in liquid petroleum 
products. The great bulk of oil and gas carried in world commerce is laden in 
tankers. Tankers being loaded or unloaded by gravity flow or by pumping can 
move their cargoes across the docks without stevedores. The existence of this 
serious loophole has led Russian strategists to cause to be set up another labor 
front, the World Federation of Petroleum Workers. 

In the United States, the WFTU has the strong open support of Harry Bridges, 
president of the Communist-led ILWU, a CIO affiliate. When, at the last CIO 
national convention, it was moved to disaffiliate the CIO from the WFTU, Bridges 
and other national Communist labor leaders opposed the motion. Since that time 
Bridges has openly proclaimed that he and the ILWU will continue to support 
the WFTU and he will affiliate his union with the WFTU if necessary. It appears 
probable that, at the scheduled October 1949 CIO national convention, Bridges 
will lead a movement to reaffiliate the CIO with the WFTU, that he will be 
beaten in this attempt, and that the ILWU will be expelled from membership in 
the CIO. Whether the ILWU thereafter officially affiliates with the WFTU is 
of small importance because Bridges will continue to cooperate with any and all 
Communist labor organizations and fronts, domestic, foreign, and international. 

It is a reasonable assumption that Bridges was one of the international Com- 
munists who suggested the formation of the WFTU. In any event, he has done 
excellent work for it since 1945 and even before its formation.’ It will be recalled 
that Bridges personally went to Mexico, Cuba, and other Caribbean countries 
during World War II. He stated that his purpose in visiting these countries and 
conferring with labor leaders there was to effect a united front of sugar workers 
and longshore workers. He let it be known that a dock strike in Havana, to be 
successful, had to have the support of longshoremen in the United States. It is 
significant that in Mexico his chief confrere was Vincente Lombardo Coledano, 
the leading Communist in that country. And in Cuba he is believed to have dealt 
with Jesus Menendes, a leading Communist there. 

Note: Menendes was later murdered. 

When Paul Robeson sang in Hondlulu under ILWU auspices in 1947, part of 
the proceeds of the concert were sent to Menendes’ family in Cuba. 

Bridges was the logical man to have been commissioned by the WFTU, and 
possibly by even higher authority, to lead the entire movement in the Pacific. 
In connection with this assumption, the following news events are pertinent. 

(1) The existing dock strike in Hawaii, which began on May 1, 1949, bears all 
the marks of being Communist-controlled for Communist purposes. 

Note: This subject has been widely written about already so will not be elabo- 
rated upon here. 

(2) In connection with the action of Hawaiian longshoremen in rejecting the 
recommendations of the Governor’s fact-finding board, statements of an ominous 
nature have been attributed to Bridges and his chief tactician in Hawaii—Henry 


1 Additional material on the WFTU appears at the end of today’s hearing. 
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Schmidt—anticipating a greatly enraged public opinion against the strikers, the 
ILWU leaders have threatened a general Pacific Coast maritime tieup if any 
strike breaking activities or any violence are directed against the longshoremen 
in Hawaii. 

(3) Notwithstanding the fact that the ILWU’s senior representative in Ha- 
waii—Jack Hall, regional director—would be needed here at all times during the 
longshore strike, an announcement was made several weeks after the strike began 
that Hall would fly to Manila. The stated purpose of his intended trip was to 
strike one ship there, that vessel having by-passed Honolulu, a scheduled stop- 
over for it, because of the strike existing here. 

About the same time another news story appeared in the Honolulu papers, an- 
nouncing that Harry Bridges and Paul Robeson were scheduled to fly to Manila 
in June, for an unstated purpose, and that Henry Wallace had been invited to ac- 
company them but that his answer had not yet been received. The same article 
mentioned that Jack Hall would already be in Manila. 


Parenthetically I put: 


Two comments are in order. First, if Jack Hall’s presence in a foreign port 
could effect the striking of a vessel there, presumably he has an organization ual- 
ready established there, and if such an organization exists, it would seem reason- 
able that it could strike a single ship without Hall’s presence. 

Second. The appearance of such a group of Americans in a foreign country, in 
which place they can have no legal political objective, must be given a sinister 
interpretation. 


I might say for the record that to the best of my recollection, Mr. 
Henry A. Wallace decided not to go and this visit of Paul Robeson, 
Bridges, Hall out to Manila at that time did not materialize. 


(4) Current Communist uprisings and agitation in Japan and South Korea, 
coincident with the withdrawal of American troops from Korea, and the long 
delay in repatriation of Japanese prisoners of war from Russian camps is a sig- 
ag development in the Orient, although not directly in the field of Communist 
abor. 


(5) The overrunning of Eastern, that is Coastal, China, by the Communist 


Armies has led to the capture of many important ports and will lead to the 
capture of more. 


No Communist-directed strike of the Hawaii type can be anticipated in Chinese 
ports so captured. 

On June 25, 1949, 23,000 Communist-led miners of Australia ceased work in an 
illegal strike. A leading Australian radio commentator stated in Honolulu, on 
June 7, 1949, that this strike had caused 200,000 people in Sydney to become un- 
employed. As a countermeasure, the Australian Government has frozen all funds 
of striking unions and has forbidden any contributions to be made to the 
strikers. 

Mr. Morris. In other words, the Australian strike was contempora- 
neous with the Hawaiian strike? 

Mr. Srepnenson. Yes. Then, as a significant development of the 
Australian strike, the dock workers went out on strike because the coal 
miners were out and their funds were being tied up by the government, 
and therefore this led to other strikes, such as in India, Singapore. I 
have already mentioned earlier the Liverpool strike. 

As I say, this is an incomplete copy, but the overall picture at that 
time was that, while the Hawaiian strike was in progress, you had 
Communist-led strikes at other major port areas of the world. Some 
of them, certainly the Hawaiian strike, were ostensibly premised on 
economic basis. 

Mr. Morris. Now, proceeding from there, there have been some 
patently political strikes here on the islands, have there not? 

Mr. nson. In my opinion, yes. Perhaps I should state—- 

Mr. Morris. Is there any room for opinion. Aren’t these patent? 
Haven’t there been some strikes patently political ? 
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Mr. Sreruenson. I think it is a matter of definition. I think that, 
in the Marxist sense, they are political; I think in the American trade 
union sense they’re political, in that they’re not directed against the 
employer or do not state a grievance against him. And I can give 
you four examples of that. 

Mr. Morris. Will you do that? 

Mr. SrepHenson. In 1950, after Harry Bridges was convicted in 
San Francisco and was released on bail, his bail was revoked and he 
was remanded to custody for certain words or actions with respect to 
the Korean war. I don’t have the details before me. As a result of 
that, there were fairly widespread walkouts of sugar workers in the 
Hawaiian Islands. 

Now, I don’t know what the relations of these workers on these 
particular plantations were with their employers, but I’m pretty sure 
that the employers of Hawaii had nothing to do with Judge George 
Harris’ revocation of that bail up there, nor did the employers here 
put in Harry Bridges’ mouth the words he uttered in opposition to the 
American participation in the Korean war effort. 

That’s what I mean by political strikes. They strike their employer 
to show their displeasure with the Government. It is a strike against 
the Government in the broad sense of the term, in the propaganda 


I have for the record, if you desire it, contemporaneous news, some 
contemporaneous news clippings on that strike. 

In 1953, Jack W. Hall after, I believe, a trial of about seven months, 
in our Federal a was convicted of conspiracy, the conspiracy 


section of the Smith Act. That caused widespread strikes. Now, of 
course, the Communist propagandist in Hawaii will give any reason. 
Just like the old saying, when you don’t want to do something, any 
reason is as good as any other reason. And the same is true of the 
positive. So again they start beating the old Communist drums that 
the employers of Hall caused Jack Hall to get indicted and caused him 
to get convicted. 

ell, that is a bunch of hogwash. In fact, I will go along with 
Senator Dillingham yesterday. The employers of Hawaii haven’t 
shown enough ption to want to get any of these Communist union 
leaders indicted for anything. In fact, I think they’re rather embar- 
rassed by it sometimes. 

Senator Warxins. You mean embarrassed by the fact that they 
might be indicted ? 

i. son. I mean a lot of them consider that some of these 
leaders are nice fellows, we have got to get along with them, we feel 
that we should, and it just muddies up the waters of labor-management 

ions if the Government is after those fellows. 

Senator Warxrns. In other words, they don’t want to know too 
much about them when their backs are turned ? 

Mr. Sreruenson., I think that’s correct. 

Senator Jounston. So it is nothing new for the union to practice 
what they did when we came here. To calla halt of the workers and 
just walk out, just because we were coming here to have a hearing. 

Mr. Srernenson. That’s not new, Senator. 

Senator Jounsron. And so, whenever Bridges was tried, they quit 
the job there, and 4,000 of the plantation workers, I believe, quit their 
jobs < mt time and walked out in protest of Bridges being jailed. 

true 
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Mr. SrerHenson. That's correct, Now, this 1953 walkout was more 
extensive than the one in 1950. I have a number of news clippings 
here, one of which reports that at the peak of this 1953 political strike, 
90 percent of the Territory’s 18,000 sugar workers, all 1,700 longshore- 
men, and half of the pineapple workers were on strike. 

Now there was one little immediate effect of interest. The Navy at 
that time was using civilian stevedores, as was the Army. The Army 
port is in Honolulu Harbor ; the Navy port, of course, is Pearl Harbor. 
And so when these fellows struck, that deprived the Army and Navy 
of the use of this labor force. 

Here’s an item, part of this article: 

The dock areas were hardest hit. Longshoremen stayed off the job at Pearl 
Harbor for 3 days. The longest shutdown of civilian stevedoring operations ever 
called at the naval base. Sailors passing cargo from man to man by hand worked 
two Korea-bound transports at Pearl Harbor yesterday and were to continue 
working the ships until the job is finished 

Now, that, I consider, a political strike. And a strike against the 
Government by indirection. 

Now, we don’t want to be confused by the denials Pe out by the 
leaders, and I mean the Communist leaders of the LLWU, because 
they are usually the spokesmen on these matters. When something of 
a political nature comes up, they usually take the position that this 
was a spontaneous walkout. I think a simple analysis of that shows 
that is bad propaganda, If it is spontaneous, if we take the propa- 
ganda at its face value, then it shows a conditioning of these workers 

ar beyond what the community has ever suspected. If these 
workers—— 

Senator Warxrns. What do you mean by “conditioning” ? 

Mr. SrepHenson. I mean a conditioning of their minds to react in 
a conditioned manner upon the happening of a certain event. 

Senator Warxins. They deliberately train them to react that way in 
the event such a happening occurs ? 

Mr. Srepuenson. Yes. I don’t think that is the general feeling in 
this community. ‘1 don’t think myself that that is the situation. But 
for them, for these Communist propagandists to take that position, 
they are in effect saying that “Our workers are so well conditioned 
that when an issue arises in this community affecting a Communist 
leader or the Communist issue or the Government’s attempts to investi- 
gate and expose Communists, that our men are instinctively going to 
go on strike.” 

Senator Warxrns. You don’t think for a moment, then, that the so- 
called strikes we’ve had since this committee came over here have been 
spontaneous movements ¢ 

Mr. SrerHenson. I donot. Asa matter of fact, Senator, I received 
information, which I was not able to evaluate at the time, the day be- 
fore Harry Bridges arrived in Honolulu, he arrived here, I beheve: 
on Friday the 9th of November, this year ; I received a telephone call 
on the 8th, I was not able to evaluate the information, but I was told 
that Mr. Bri had made a statement previously, in the previous 
week, to the e that while your committee was here no ILWU 
labor was poing pew ma in the Territory. I couldn’t evaluate 
that. As I said, I to wait and see. Two nights later, after his ar- 
rival here, he got up and laid down the line. 
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Senator Warxrns. I don’t know how it affected the citizens here, 
but I know how it affected me when I received the word. I read in 
the paper that they were going to strike if we came out, and I resolved 
I was going to come at all costs. I had planned not to come, because 
I felt an were other members going, enough to take care of the sit- 
uation. That's the effect it had on me. To announce that they were 
going on strike simply because the United States Senate was going to 
exercise its powers and do the duty that has been required of it by an 
act of Congress. 

Mr. SterHenson. That’s exactly what I mean by a political strike, 
Senator. And every one of these political strikes [ speak of revolves 
strictly around the Communist issue. 

Senator Watkins. And it wasn’t because of my opinion that there 
was an investigation of a labor union, but the investigation of a man 
who probably was directing a labor union and who, we were informed 
was a Communist and was directing a union in the interest, not of the 
union itself but of a Communist movement throughout the world. 
That was the impression I got from what preliminary investigation 
disclosed. 

Senator Jounston. I think we should also commend those workers 
that refused to walk out too. Some of them had guts enough to real- 
ize that they were bucking the Government when they were doing it, 
and didn’t walk out. Isn’t that true, too? 

Mr. SrerHenson. Yes, sir. My information is that there were some 
units that were not even put to a vote on the issue because they would 
vote it down. 

Senator Warxrns, I join with the chairman in the statement he just 
made with respect to that. 

Mr. Srepuenson. Yes, I think that the reaction—— 

Senator Jonnsron. I think when any union gets so large to raise a 
strike for no other purpose than to condemn the court, a court action, 
or strike for no other purpose than to keep people from gathering in- 
formation, it is a serious matter. We didn’t come here biased, one way 
or the other. I know I didn’t. And when we were coming here to 
try to find information about the islands, and then to strike on that 
account, I just can’t understand it. 

Senator Warxrns. I think also it ought to be made clear that the 
so-called justifications they had was that they didn’t like some mem- 
bers of the committee, and specifically the nomi that they were 
not striking against the Government, they were just striking against 
him personally. Now the fact is, of course, that whether they like us 
or not, we are in these official positions, we are United States Senators 
carrying out an official mission. It doesn’t make any difference what 
we een any more than it would if we were in the posi- 
tion of a iff an went out to make an arrest, to have the prisoner 
object and say “I don’t like you, you stand for certain things, and you 
can’t arrest me;” in other words, think about the personality rather 
than the official position the man has. 


Weare clothed with the authority of the United States Senate under 
the Constitution, and congressional acts putting into effect or imple- 
menting the Constitution. And so long as we hold those positions, the 


strike is against the Government not against us personally. It 


can’t be against us, because we are not operating and using personal 
functions but official functions. ne 
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I want to make that clear so that people will not be confused with 
respect to a matter of that kind, or be misled by a charge, as one of 
the witnesses said yesterday: “This committee as constituted.” In 
other words, we are an official committee, no matter how we are con- 
stituted, no matter who makes it up, we still have that authority, and 
we're exercising that authority. I wanted to make that observation 
at this point, and I think it is appropriate. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Stephenson, you have mentioned that you thought 
the political strike, centering on the conviction of Jack Hall, was a 
rather severe one; at least it was stronger than the walkout on Harry 
Bridges being remanded. Had you finished that point ¢ 

Mr. Strernenson. Yes. I mean the fact that they wouldn’t load a 
couple of Navy ships bound for Korea. I know if we had a naval 
stevedore working for us at Pearl Harbor, at that date and under 
those circumstances, and they walked off because they didn’t like some- 
thing that the Federal court in Honolulu or the admiral did, or some- 
thing else, there are some fairly strong words you could use in charac- 
terizing the offense that they would be guilty of. 

And I made the point that the Communist leaders try to create the 
position that these things are spontaneous at times. And it is signifi- 
cant that, in an item with respect to the 1953 strike, where the union 
chiefs disavow any blame for the walkout, the same item reports that, 
immediately after his conviction, Hall announced an indefinite suspen- 
sion of contract negotiations with Hawaii’s longshoring industry. 
Now, I don’t know what that was meant to represent, but he walked 
out on them then. 

And that brings us down to another branch of government that has 
been demonstrated against, touched on briefly yesterday. “ILWU 
breaks off negotiations until Mitchell leaves the islands.” The Mitchell 
referred to was the Secretary of Labor, a member of the President’s 
Cabinet and the President’s emissary when he was out here. And 
Mr. Bridges and his group said, in effect, “Get out of town, Mr. 
Mitchell. We are not going to carry on any bargaining while you’re 
here. We don’t like what you said about us.” They didn’t deny 
what he said, that the union was led by subversives. They didn’t 
accord to him his right of free speech. After all, he’s accountable 
under the laws of libel if his statement is untrue. He has no privi- 


lege. 

Well, what does all this add up to? It adds up to a continuous 
course of conduct in which these Communist leaders of this union 
are counseling resistance to the Government. They resist against a 
Federal judge in San Francisco revoking Bridges’ bail, a Federal court 
and jury in Honolulu, a member of the President’s Cabinet, and now a 
committee of the United States Senate. They profess to see nothing 
wrong about it and ne justify it as being something that is cast with- 


in the mold of the good old American way of life. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, at this point may I offer for the record 
the clipping which has been referred to during this part of the testi- 
mony, the Honolulu Advertiser, where 540,000 Americans, blockaded 
Americans, are appealing for assistance, the protest walkout over the 
jailing of Harry Bridges, also, the paper referred to by the witness 
in connection with the Jack Hall conviction, and the last article 
referred to, in which there was a protest over the arrival in the islands 
of Secretary of Labor Mitchell. 
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Bridges’ 15-Year War On 
American People of Hawaii 


Here is the record of 15 years warfare Harry Bridges 
ee ee ee ee ee eee ree oe 
Organized Territery of the United States, through his 
West Coast and Island labor monopoly now known as 
the ClO-International Longshoremen’s & Warchouse- 
men’s Union, which CIO President Phillip Murray has 
designated Commynist-dominated. 

1934—Hawaii-West Coast shipping halted by strike 
for 84 days. 

1936—Hawali-West Coast shipping halted by sirike 
for 98 days. 

1939-40—Hawaii-West Coast shipping halted by strike 
fer 53 days. 

1946— Twelve strikes against 43 longshore, fruit pack- 
ing, sugar growing and milling companies, sugar industry 
(31 companies) paralyzed for from 80 to 122 days, irri- 
gation stoppage effects still being felt in 1949 harvest. 

1947—Twenty-four strikes against 30 companies, in- 
cluding entire pineapple growing and. packing industry, 
can manufacturers, tuna packers, Isiand sea and land 
transportation companies, longshore operators and two 
sugar plantations. 

1948--Shipping crippled 94 days by West Coast long- 
shore strike, at cost of $10,000,000 to Hawaii’s people. 
Further losses through two sugar plantation strikes, one 
railroad strike. 

1949—Mainland-Hawaii shipping totally paralyzed by 
ILWU longshore strike against seven longshore com- 
panies which offered 12-cent hourly wage raise, Bridges’ 
demanded 32 cents. Blockade of Hawaii already has 
lasted 59 days, estimated cost $14,000,000, with no relief 
in sight for Island Americans in bondage. Sugar em- 


‘ployees, same union, have voted sirike against entire 


Sugar industry. 


U.S. Citizens 
Hostages In 
ILWU Strike 


The people of Hawaii—450,000 
loyal American citizens living in 
an Organized Territory of the 
United States—are being held in 
bondage today by Harry 
Bridges’ International - Long- 
shoremen’s & Warehousemen’s 
Union (CIO). This union is de- 
elared by Phillip Murray, CIO 
President, U. S. Senator Hugh 
Butler and many others to be 
Communist-dominated. 

a * a 

The people of Hawaii have 
been under blockade through a 
longshore strike since May 1, 
their only transportation link 
with the outsjde world being 
Passenger service of airlines, 
transports devoted to govern- 
ment business and “relief ships” 
which Bridges and his hench- 
men occasionally ‘‘permit’’ to 
bring in a load of food—the na- 
ture of which they pass on — 
when it suits their convenience 
to do so. Strikers have to eat, 
too. 


BABIES NEED MILK 


One New York newspaper re- 
marked callously that ‘‘no one 
has starved in Hawaii.’’ That is 


mi true. But babies are short of 
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y was one of the motivating 
causes of today’s Blockade of 
the Territory. Bridges now 
seeks to achieve by force what 
he failed to accomplish by 
guile. 

*“*Bridges is the unseen Com- 
munist dictator of Hawaii,” 
Senator Butler told Congress 
and added, ‘“‘The Kremlin in 
Moscow. regards Hawaii as 
one of its principal operating 
bases in the campaign for a 
Communist United States of 
America.”’ 


BRIDGES FOR CLASS WAR 


\for Good Unions.” 


en workers, desperate over the 
suffering that has been brought 
upon their families, the loss of 
their employment and that of 
the men of their families, have 
established a “Broom Brigade,” 
picket the Blockaders’ head- 
quarters on the waterfront daily. 
They bear brooms on which are 
slogans, urging the longskoremen 
to get rid of their false leaders 
and to return te work. “We are 


claim. Women of al the taany 
racial strains in Hawaii’s popu- 


the signs, pro-! 


sugar industry. 


How Mainlanders Can Help 


Reseue People of Hawaii 


Through Bar Asecciation, the people ave 
called upon the United States Department of Justice to inquire into 


their 


i 


woo, 


| BABIES NEED MILK 


One New York newspaper re. 
marked callously that ‘‘no one 
has starved in Hawaii.”’ That is 
true. But babies are short of 
canned milk, food supplies for 
adults lack many essential 
items—potatoes, rice, onions, 
egg products for bakeries—store 
shelves are emptying rapidly 
—42 stores are completely out 
of stock, 19 have gone out of 


| Communist influence in connection with the Blockade of this One e aete ee Nonidatinn 
| ganized American Territory. key have also asked that the Attorney 


to} General urge upon Congress legislation that will prevent |very ‘soon, hundreds report se- 


lation march in their Line. 


The Blockaders attempted Harry| 


Bridges himself admits open-|form a_counter-picket line of! Bridges from isolating Hawaii whenever it suits his fancy. They 


ly that he is agitating class 
warfare. At Los Angeles 
March 16, 1948, he testified: 

“Do we develop, agitate, edu- 
cate or propagandize our men 
to be more loyal te the union 
than to the employer? You bet 
we do. . .we will Rever do other- 
wise.”’ 


on 
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Again, at University of Wash- 
ington Luncheon Club in Seattle 
on May 14, 1937, Bridges said: 

‘‘We. . .have nothing in com- 
mon with the employers. We 
are in a class struggle and we 
subscribe to the belief that if 
the employer is not in business 
his products still will be neces- 
sary and we will be providing 
them when there is no employ- 
ing class. We frankly believe 
that day is coming.’’ 


HAWAIIANS ARE AMERICANS 


Hawaii’s people are Ameri- 
cans. They are not Com- 
munists. They want no part of 
Communism: Yet thus far they 
have been left by the rest of 
their Country to fight the 
Red Menace alone and un- 
aided! 


o 
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President Truman takes the 
position that his ‘inherent pow- 
ers’’ are inadequate to lift the 
Communist-inspired Blockade 
of Hawaii! 

Chairman John S. Wood of 
the House Un-American Ac- 
tivities Committee says he will 
not examine the Communist at- 
tack on Hawaii until after the 
Blockade of Hawaii is lifted! 


THREAT AGAINST NATION 


On December 7, 1941, the 
Japanese destroyed the Ameri- 
can Fleet at Pearl Harbor, fol- 
lowed with an attempt to cap- 
ture Hawaii as a base of oper- 
ations against the United States 
Mainland. 

& = a 

Now in 1949 the Communists 
are softening up Hawaii in an 
effort to capture it as a base for 
operations against the Ameri- 
ean form of government. 

The Congress can save Ha- 
waii and the Country from this 
menace. It is the duty of every 
patriotic American te make 
sure his or her Member of Con- 
gress this. Give your 
Senators and Representatives 
at Washington the facts. 


women but had indifferent suc- 
cess. The largest turn-out they 
had was less than 50 women, 
while the Broom Brigade shows 


up 300 to 400 strong every day. | 


Public Rises 
Against Buying 
An Armistice 


Pretense for the longshore 
strike with which Harry 
Bridges has Blockaded Hawaii 
was a demand for an increase 
ef 32 cents an hour pay. The 
companies offered 12 cents an 
hour, although they made a 
showing which indicated that 
not more than 8 cents was jus- 
tified, either by local conditions 
or comparable wage scale. The 
longshoremen’s California lead- 
ers rejected the 12-cent offer, 
declared a strike. 

Having had one wage hike 
after another thrust upon their 
already overburdened shoulders 
by Bridges’ Labor Monopoly 
the people of Hawaii rose in 
protest. They insisted that no 
further wage raise be granted 
at a time when they could not 
afford it. 

“We've paid ransom _ to 
Bridges for the last time,’’ was 
the public sentiment expressed 
on every side.” 


|see their means of livelihood, their jobs, their homes and their 
|hope for the future being destroyed by ruthless Blockaders. They 
believe they deserve better from their country and from their 
fellow Americans, 

Hawaii has a proud record of American loyalty in two World 
| Wars, Its people have lived according to American principles for 
more than 100 years, have been American citizens, self-governing 
under a form of government almost indentical with that of the in- 
dividual States for the past 50 years. 

BRIDGES, SEEKER OF PRIVILEGE 

The people of the Territory do not believe they are going to be 
abandoned now by their countrymen. They expect their fellow 
| Americans to rise up agd say with them, “This shall not be; Amer- 
|icans are not slaves, nor are they hostages to be imposed on at 
will by seekers of power and special privilege.” 

And that is what Harry Bridges has been seeking, and obtaining, 


|} down 
| place 





rious and ‘‘very serious’’ deple- 
tion of merchandise. 
* os » 

Sugar mills have had to shut 
because they have no 
in which to store their 
product and cannot ship it to the 
Mainland. Pineapple companies 
face a shortage of cans as the 
peak season approaches. The 
tourist industry, just resuming 
on a large scale, has suffered a 
setback from which it will be 
long in recovering. A sugar 
strike, already authorized, 
would surely wreck some plan- 
tations. 


during the past 15 years during which he has waged ruthless war) THOUSANDS ARE JOBLESS 


on Hawaii’s American people. 
|'TALK TO WASHINGTON 


More than 20,000 persons are 
jobless, 10,000—an all time high 


What can the American people in the rest of the United States|—-are drawing relief compensa- 
|do to rescue their countrymen in Hawaii? They can write and talk| tion. Business firms have had to 
to their Congressmen, to the Department of Justice, to their Sen-|lay off 2,481 employes, some of 
ators and Representatives in Congress. They can demand that| them from jobs that are gone 


Presidential Action be taken to end this blockade at once. 
They can demand that laws be enacted that will keep the sea 


forever. Others have been com- 
pelled to cut pay rates, reduce 


lanes open to Hawaii at all times and that they shall not be block-/| the length of the working day in 


|aded when labor and management are in disagreement. 
|AID FOR BERLIN! WHY NOT HAWAII? 


order to survive. Industrial and 
commercial firms have sus- 


When Soviet Russia attempted to starve the German people at;pended or reduced dividend 
Berlin through a Blockade, the American government found means| payments. Widows and orphans 


promptly for their relief through an Air Lift. Can it do less for 
American people in Hawaii who are under Blockade. 

Senator Hugh Butler told the Congress on June 23, 1949, that the 
repeated assaults on Hawaii are part of a plan ready-made in 
Moscow to maintain this Territory as a principle base for the Com- 
munist attack on American Government. The whole country shares 
in Hawaii’s problem. 

The time to act is today. Tomorrow may be too late. 


Arbitration Not Answer to Problem 


Although the Blockade of Ha- 
waii was begun in a pretense 
that it was a bid for a 32-cents- 
an-hour wage increase for long- 
shoremen, it became soon ap- 
parent that its real objective 
was to force arbitration of wag- 
es upon management in this 
American Territory: A strong 
propaganda campaign was 
started towards that end and 
was meeting with some success 
until the public came to realize 
the trickery that Bridges and 
his henchmen were undertak- 
ing. 

Their proposal actually was 
to turn new contract-making 
over to an outsider for arbitra- 
ry action. For no contact exists 
now between the longshoremen 
and the employers. 
HENCHMEN TOO EAGER 

In their eagerness to induce 


the public to force this type of 


arbitration on the stevedoring|strike, demanded  reinstate- 
| companies, the Bridges hench-|ment. The demand was made 
men overshot their mark. They|by Bridges’ ILWU Labor Mon- 
started to circulate petitions re-joply, which is demanding ar- 
citing a public demand for ar-jbitration of the longshore 
bitration, their theory being|strike. 
that people will sign anything} The transportation compa- 
that is handed to them. ny’s management proposed 
While that precept is general-|that the demand for reinstate- 
ly true, it wasn’t in this case.}ment of the two employes be 
Hawaii's people had too much|submitted to an arbitrator. 
at stake. And so they began to/That is a provision of the exist- 
look over papers they wereljing contract the co’ ny has 
asked to sign. ea "ras aoe = ready _ 
) s contract are sub- 
UNION REJECTS ARBITER to interpretation by an ar- 
The crowning error  the/bitrator. This is common prac- 
Bridges’ henchmen made, how-| tice. 
ever, came at Hilo a few days| But while they howled for ar- 
ago. There two truck drivers,|bitration of a contract that does 
who abandoned bulk sugarjnot exist, Bridges’ henchmen 
trucks at a picket line after|refused to a it under the 
having agreed to. take their|Hilo contract, which does exist, 


the matters of this 


loads through to a plant not\|and provides for arbitration of 


supposedly involved in 


for whom these were sole 
sources of income are in a sad 
position. 
« + = 

Construction is at a standstill, 
apartment houses and hotels 
are emptying, realty transfers 
are stagnant. Buying of non-es- 
sentials has stopped. Many es- 
sentials cannot be bought. 


HAWAII’S LIFELINE CUT 


No one has starved—yet 540,- 
000 Americans have been re- 
duced to begging their Blockad- 
ers for alms during the past two 
months, and are being deprived 
of their rightful privilege of 
normal living. As full citizens of 
the United States, the people of 
Hawaii believe they are entitled 
to their country’s aid and pro- 
tection against the intolerable 
conditions that Bridges has im- 
posed upon them by ordering 
2,000 longshoremen to effect a 
total Blockade of the Territory. 

+ * * 

Shipping is Hawaii’s lifeline. 
The Islands are industrial pro- 
ducers. They rely for most of 
their food, clothing and other 
necessities of life on shipments 
from the Mainland. This lifeline 
has been cut. 

The people of Hawaii are ia 
dire distress. 
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An Appeal For Help From 540,000 People In Hawaii 


No Americans have ever received such unfair, un-American treat- 
ment as the people of Hawaii have been suffering since May 1, 1949. 
WITH NO RELIEF IN SIGHT. 

Hewoii's life line of ships hos been cut by a Union of only 2,000 
members, only 500 of whom ore even American citizens. No ships can 
come in—none can go out (except relief food shipments by “courtesy” 
of the Union). 

Even ships loaded with food in our harbers won't be werked— 
and food is spoiling because, with their vital cargoes, they sailed after 
the Union started the strike. So—they are “hot.”" 

Neo monopoly ever prosecuted under the Sherman-Clayton Anti- 
Trust Act, has ever been as vicious or as complete as we in Hawaii 
face—And the government does nothing. 

This monopoly contro! of the destinies of over half a million peo- 
ple is being run and directed by Harry Bridges and his lieutenants 
Lovis Goldblatt, Henry Schmid! ond Jeck Hall—heads of the RWU in 
San Francisco. 
people of Hawaii are either going te run their businesses according te 
AWU orders, or be starved out ond ruined. 

Because the business men of Hawaii heve learned after 15 years 
of experience thet under this WU union end its leadership there 
can NEVER be labor peace, and thct there is ne sincere desire on the 
pert of the Union for labor peace, they have as one man, big and 
small, through utter necessity, agreed te stand tegether and resis? 
further demands, if it takes every dollar they heve. icf 

To submit te further compromise would lead te the same result, 
We have no choice. 


Thus, legally, « handful of men are starving eut and benkruph 
ing on entire American Community, fully backed Ficon babe 


Today we have 18,800 and the numbers are pyramiding each 
week as firm after firm runs out of merchondise, and cannot continve 
fe carry on. 

No one can buy food without money—and that Is running out. 

The firms that can bring in merchandise by air mail or by parcel 
post (by Army or Navy transports), find that the people who have 
money are afraid to buy anything but sheer necessities for they knew 
net whet the future holds. 

The Army and Navy can bring in its corgoes, which are unloaded 
by this same Union at going pre-strike rates. 

Why? Because if the Union refused, the services. would unload 
their own ships. 

But itis illegal for civilians te unlood—or lead any of thelr cure 
goes. Hf they do, another branch of the same Union will refuse to sail 
the ships; if the ships de sail—the some Union in San Francisco will 
declare the ships and their cargoes “hot.” 

Wf stevedores In San Francisco did unload, the warehousemen 
(same union) would refuse te handle tt. 

Hawaii hes appealed to the 
send Laber Conciliaters. Arbitration is 

' 

Our governor apparently can legally de nothing. 

In the meantime @ pestilence, Union-made, spreads over all 
Hawaii. 


He will de nothing but 
the answer to « wage 






The same Union promises 6 sugar ‘strike in the near future— 
but without boats our warehouses are already full and the industry 
Is already slowing down. Soon it will stop for lock of storage space 
withqut @ strike, so Workers (some Union) can receive Unemployment 


Without tin for cans, our pineapple industry foces ruin. The peak 
of the crop will be ripe by July and will have to rot in the fields. Their 
employees (same union) will alse be out of work and of course en- 
titled te Unemployment benefit payments. 

Our tourist business has cancelled out, though prospects had in- 
dicated the largest summer travel in history. 

This legal boycott and monopoly s @ situation which is without 
parallel under the American flag. 

Official Washington says in effect “It’s Your Baby. You Handle 
a” 

We pray that the American people will recognize the grave in- 
Justice that 4s being done. 

Won't YOU who know Hewaii, or whe de business with Hawaii, 
or whe as just plain honest Americans believe in «@ fair American 
deal, and ore against unfair legal proctices, give this American terri- 
tory your help? | 

Nothing short of SPEEDY action by Congress con help. 

We do not believe that the makers of labor laws ever envisioned 
building up the power ef a single union 80 a8 to enable it to legally 
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throttle an ENTIRE community. 
That is what is happening in Hawaii. RIGHT NOW. 


We do not believe that any laws of the United States were ever 
calculated to protect 2,000 union members, against the best interests 
ef 540,000. 

THAT is what is happening right now In Hawaii! 


We do not believe Veterans of World Wer | or Il, who have 
started businesses of their own, should be legally crucified by any 
Union— 


THAT is what is happening right now in 
Hawaii! 


Like most American citizens we cre NOT In @ position bo prove 
that this strike is Communist directed. But we do know that every 
move in this whole picture for 15 years tallies exactly with the Com- 
munist manual and teachings—without any exceptions. We do know 
that every Communist list as issued by the Un-American Activities 
Committee of the House of Representatives, contains as listed Com- 
munists the names of the men who are crucitying Hewaili. 

We know thet the principal attorney for the Communists in New 
York, for Harry Bridges in San Francisco, and for the ILWU leaders in 
Hewaii, is the same man—Richard Gladstein. 





We know that the people of the 48 states DO NOT KNOW what 


the people of Hawali are up against—ond we con’! seem to find any- 
one in America that gives o damn. 
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) ompels 
H.C.&$.Co. to Halt 
Harvesting of Cane 


WAILUKU, Maui, June 9 (By Radiophone)—Hawalian Com 
anercial & Sugar Co., largest cane producing plantation in the 
United States, stopped all harvesting operations this afternoon 
at both the Puunene and Paia sections. 

Im announcing the shutdown, Asa Baldwin, manager, 1 
employes that boiling house oper-| eee 

' 


ations at the Paia mill will con- $250,000 Suit 
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of experience that under this RWU union ond its leadership there 
ean NEVER be labor peace, and that there is no sincere desire on the 
port of the Union for labor peace, they have as one man, big and 
small, through utter necessity, agreed te stand together end resis? 
turther demands, if it takes every dollar they have. 

To submit to further compromise would lead te the same result. 
We have no choice. 
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e Hits Thus, legally, a handful of men are starving out and benkrup 
Feed Shortas Ing on entire American Community, fully bocked by American labor 


“Poultryman’s Flock} 


t was Fran ow's 33rd birthday lest Thursday, but not 
sy happy, even forthe near a At the start of the strike we had 9,000 jobless in ail Hawall. 


S) . wery happy occasion for the near-blind young poultryman of 
-. aaa He hed just buried 24 dame chickens, dead! 
£ starvation, from ® Nock that he has counted om to support 
bis wile and family of three children. 
ee onically enough, Frank Chow, 

is a former Honolulu stevedore 
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__Day by day the 


ilk Production 1O%:=: 


™ Ochu's fresh milk production already has been cut about 
* ee per cent by the etrike-induced feed shortage, and the re- sto 
&&- Quction will become more and more rapid from now until ship- > 
nts are resumed, authorities agreed Monday. : 
Linless definite relief is \ 


Economic Effect of Longshore Blockade of Hawaii 


On June 28, the 59th day of the ILWU waterfront strike, the estimated cost to | transactions; $3,250,000 lest shipping business; $216,000 lost taxes. Work days 
Jewell in reduced business volume and lost wages amounts to 14 million dollars. | lost by strikers: 81,000. Work days lost by others: 61,000. Total Dollar Cost 
Although some of this loss may he made up when the strike is over, ot the | $14,000,000. Total Work Days Lost 142,000. 


moment, and until there is some relief from the situation, the cost to the Hawaiian 
community may be summarized as follows: 


LOST DOLLARS—$800,000 wages lost by strikers; $445,000 wages lost by 
ethers; $2,082,000 lost tourist revenue. 


$330,000. 
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Our governer apparently can legally de nothing. 
In the meantime @ pestilence, Union-made, spreads over ef 


Hawaii. 
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At the present state of business activity the daily loss of volume is about 


By the middle of July, losses will soar to somewhere near $22,000,000. If 


tory your help? 
Nothing short of SPEEDY action by Congress can help. 


This advertisement is paid for by the voluntary sub- 
scriptions of thousands of people of Hawaii -- who face 
losing everything --jobs, homes, savings--if help is not 
forthcoming promptly. 
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REDUCED COMMUNITY SPENDING—$7,677,000 lost retail and wholesale | the strike continues through the month of July, the cost may reach $30,000,000. | the community was roughly $10,000,000. 


We do not believe that the makers of labor laws ever envisioned 
building up the power ef a single union 80 as to enable it to legally 
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(It is emphasized that the theoretical costs estimated above should be viewed 
with extreme caution. Lost or postponed retail sales are not in toto a loss to the | outside supply sources. Local stevedores continued to work cargoes from 
community—tThe store proprietor loses not the retail price of goods not sold, but | tralia, Canada, Gulf ports, and other ports not included in the West Coast | 
the profit he would have made on the sale. Until the tax records for the strike | stoppage. 
period are compiled, no completely reliable estimate of the loss to Hawaii can 
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munists the names of the men who are crucifying Hewaill. 

We know that the principal attorney for the Communists In New 
York, for Harry Bridges in San Francisco, and for the ILWU leaders in 
Hawaii, is the some man—Richard Gladstein. 
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We know that the people of the 48 states DO NOT KNOW what 
the people of Hawali are up against—and we can’t seem to find any- 
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one in America that gives a damn. 


isn’t there someone in the Congress of the United States or in high 
official position wha will help? PROMPTLY? 
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already been seen and discussed 


At that time, the local business community was not completely shut of 


The current strike is centered in Hawaii. No cargo is handled except 
| post, and occasional cargoes under special agreement. Already the wag: 


During the 1948 1.L.W.U. West Coast Longshore strike, the estimated loss to | because of the current strike are double the amount of wages lost in a « 


parable period during the West Coast strike. 





GOOD FAITH?" 


An Open Letter to the Leaders of the ILWU 


Sunday’s Advertiser carried a large advertisement of yours entitled 
“Good Faith!” 


May we ask ‘“‘What have you leaders of the ILWU in San Francisco 
or on any of the Islands of the Territory ever done to give the public fair 


proof that you have the slightest conception of what the words ‘Good 
Faith’ mean?” 


Is it the slow downs and stop work meetings you have continuously 
arranged? 
Is it your policy of less and less work for more and more pay? 


Is it your tactics that have all but eliminated Coast-wise shipping- 
and-made a ghost town of the docks of San Francisco? 


Is it your disregard for and countless violations of written contracts 
and arbitration decisious? 


Is it the lying misrepresentation of facts you choose te put out when 
ever you are whipping your membership in closed meetings into line for 
a favorable strike vote? 


Is it your policy of encouraging and fostering race prejudice, hatred 
and bitterness wherever and whenever possible? 

Is it your policy of taking dishonest strike votes? (Yes, we know 
you have a $500,000 libel suit us—and we really welcome an 
official chance to prove beyond doubt to the public of Hawaii, includ- 
ing your own Union members, that many of your plantation strike votes 
have been phoney, crobked, unfair, un-American, dishonest and rotten 
to the core). 

Is it your policy of trying to make every laborer hate his boss? 


Is it your policy of never permitting labor peace for more than a few 
months before pulling another strike? 


Is it your policy of Bust the Employérs, the plantations, the shipping 
companies? 


ds it the closed, high pressure type of one-sided meetings you hold, 
discouraging by every known means the for any one to pre 
sent the other side of the picture, or any or policy different 
from what you conniving leaders have already decided upon? 


Is it your smear policy against anyone that opposes you and the dis- 


Is it your policy of intimidation and coercion of those who won't join 


ls it your policy of crucifying even the wives and innocent children 
of those whe won’t go along with you? 


Is it your policy of calling judges dishonest and unfair if they do not. 
rule in your favor? 


Is it your policy of getting your way with fists and strong arm 
methods when other methods fail to convince your members and hold 
them in line? 


Whe is trying to kid who? 


Your leadership is rotten. It is based on falsehoods. Your continuing 
as leaders is made possible only by fear. 


Your leadership at last is crumbling—going to pieces and the day 
is coming soon when you are going to be pau as leaders just as certainly 
as you have worked out an iron un-American grip on Hawaii that has 
brought want, suffering, privation, heartache and illness to thousands of 
innocent, honest, decent, law abiding citisens of Hawaii, including mem- 
bers of your union. 


The truth is what is going torid Hawaii of the plague you have 
brought to it. 


The truth is what is going to rid Hawaii and your Union of you. 


The only difference between Kohala Sugar Company and the rest 
of the plantations of Hawaii is that over there the majority of your mem- 
bers have learned for themselves how they have been lied to; how facts 
have been misrepresented and the truth ignored—~just a little bit sooner 
than on the other plantations. Bui others are ‘learning—fast! On every 
island and in every port. 


You can no more hide the truth or keep it from coming out event- 
ually, than you caa prevent the sun from coming up. 


The truth is what has you on the skids right now, 28 more and more 
ef your members each day, learn for themselves what a dirty deal 
you've given them; as they discover you are using them for your own 
purposes, without regard for their ultimate welfare; as they realize how 
little you care for working peace and harmony—and how you have 
misrepresented issues to them, as bait for their support to seek never 
ending pay increases. 


GOOD FAITH? DONT TRY TQ KID THIS COMMUNITY BY 
USING CLEAN WORDS. THEY ARE STRANGERS TO YOU. GOOD 
FAITH is the last thing decent Americans will ever grant the quality of 
leadership you have given the ILWU in Hawaii. 


For you to use the term, “Good Faith” is an insult te the intelli- 
gence of the people of Hawaii for you have proved by your ows actions 
that is the last thing you understand —er tolerate. 


It is our hope that every union member will read thisJetter and 


of the incidents it 


ir ia%) i 
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Senator Jounston. All these news clippings and statements shall 
be included in the record and become a part of the record. 


(The clippings were marked “Exhibits No. 400, 400—A, 400-B, and 
400-C” and read as follows :) 


Exutsit No. 400-A 
{Honolulu Star-Bulletin, August 8, 1950, p. 1] 


Four THOUSAND PLANTATION WoRKERS Quit Jons 


PROTEST JAILING OF BRIDGES 


Hiwo, Hawat, August 7 (by radio).—An estimated 4,000 sugar workers on 
10 big island plantations refused to work today in protest against the jailing of 
ILWU President Harry Bridges. 

A sugar industry spokesman said only about 520 employees are on their jobs 
today at the affected plantations. 

Three plantations—at Kohala, Laupahoehoe and Hakalau—reported normal 
operations. 


These other developments came quickly this morning in the wake of the week- 
end jailing of Bridges in San Francisco. 


MESSAGES TO TRUMAN 


1. Three out of four Hawaiian locals of the ILWU sent protest messages to 
President Truman. They urged that he be released on “reasonable bail” and 
given a new trial. 

2. In Honolulu ILWU Regional Director Jack W. Hall supported the walkout 
of the big island sugar:workers. “You can’t blame them,” he commented. 


ALL BUT THREE BIG ISLAND PLANTATIONS AFFECTED 


The big island’s cane fields were practically deserted today. 

The seemingly well-planned work stoppage, which some union officer described 
as rank-and-file support of their union chief, occurred simultaneously at all but 
3 of the island’s 13 plantations. 

Members of the longshore and miscellaneous locals have not followed suit. 

Operations were reported normal at Kohala Sugar Co., Laupahoehoe Sugar 
Co, and Hakalau Plantation Co, Most of the workers at Honokaa Sugar Co. are 
on vacation so curtailed operations were not affected by a turnout of only 15 of 
the 65 workers supposed to be on their jobs. 

Indications are that the islandwide work stoppage will last for 24 hours. 


OLAA STOPPAGE 


At Olaa Sugar Co., only about 224 of the work force of 1,100 reported to work. 

The ILWU sugar local office there was the central unit for the planning of 
the protest action. 

Representatives from most of the island’s plantation met there last week to 
map their plan. 

An Olaa unit officer was reached this morning but he refused to give the reason 
for the islandwide action or disclose if the stoppage would continue tomorrow. 

No demonstration was reported this morning despite rumors last week to the 
effect the sugar workers would express their protest in that manner. 


COMMENT REFUSED 


George Martin, sugar local division vice president at Hilo headquarters, said 
he would not comment on the matter “until I get all the facts.” 

Plantation officials denounced the work stoppages as being inspired and en- 
forced on the membership by a few leftist union officers. 

One spokesman declared the act “a strike against the Government.” 

James S. Beatty, manager of Hutchinson Sugar Plantation Co., Naalehu, 
branded the stopwork meetings as illegal. 

When the workers failed to show up for the 6 a. m. shift at the Pahala planta- 
tion, supervisors pitched in to keep the mill running. 

ILWU members at the two Kau companies held a joint meeting at the Pahala 
gymnasium to hear union speakers. The crowd was orderly. 
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OTHER MASS MEETINGS 


Other mass meetings were reported to be in progress at Hilo Sugar Plantation 
Co. and at the Olaa union office. 

In addition to Olaa‘s sprawling plantation in Puna, other companies affected 
are Paauhau Sugar Co., Hamakua Mill Co., Kaiwiki Sugar Co., Pepeekeo Sugar 
Co., Onomea Sugar Co., Hilo Sugar Plantation Co., Hawaiian Agricultural Co. 
and Hutchinson Sugar Plantation Co. 

William Silva, president of the unit at Pahala, said the stopwork meeting 
would last for 24 hours. 

The work stoppage was confined to the sugar plantations. 

Officials of Hilo Transportation and Teriminal Co. reported their clerks and 
motor pool workers were on the job. As no ships are in port no stevedore crews 
were on call. 


Exursit No. 400-B 
[Honolulu Advertiser, p. 1, February 14, 1956] 
Hatt Orrers To Quir Lasor TALKS ArreR MITCHELL BLAST 
THIRD OFFICIAL CONDEMNS JLWU CHIEF 
(By Jack Burby) 


Jack Hall last night offered to pull out of negotiations in sugar and pineapple 
after the ILWU’s leadership was denounced by a Government official as “sub- 
versive” for the third time in a week. 

The latest charge came from Labor Secretary James P. Mitchell as he paused 
between planes in San Francisco en route to Honolulu. 

Mr. Mitchell told a San Francisco Chronicle reporter that he considers the 
leadership of the ILWU “subversive.” The rank-and-file members, he said, are 
“ordinary trade-unionists.” 

But he said the leadership, specifically Jack Hall, cannot be so cataloged. 

Hall, who was convicted 2 years ago by a Federal jury as a Communist con- 
spirator, said in Honolulu, Mr. Mitchell’s remark was part of an effort to make 
him a “whipping boy.” 

He said it would be “criminal for me to permit my own legal status” to inter- 
fere with negotiations. 

And he said: “To satisfy the cravings of those who have no confidence in the 
democracy, intelligence, or maturity of our working people, I announce my will- 
ingness now to withdraw from negotiations in both pineapple and sugar if the 
employers in eithér of those industries will say that my presence is a hindrance 
se = ee a and if the elected committees from the workers on the job agree 
w em.” 

At the same time, an ILWU spokesman in San Francisco said Mr. Mitchell 
spoke from a briefing on the island labor situation prepared in the Honolulu 
office of Governor King. 

Mr. Mitchell was scheduled to arrive in Honolulu at 5:30 a. m. today aboard a 
Pan American clipper. 

He whens the third Government official to blast the ILWU’s leadership in the 
past w 

The first was Representative Francis Walter, chairman of the House Commit- 
tee on Un-American Activities. 

He said last week as he passed through Hawaii that he was “shocked and 
nauseated” to find a convicted Communist bargaining for American workers. 

He said he intended to press for a finding by the Attorney General that the 
ILWU is “subversive.” 

On Saturday night, Governor King said during an address in Honolulu: “I 
eannot believe that we can condone the infiltration of identified Communists 
into our labor organizations as a matter of no concern of ours. 

“I cannot help but feel that our duties as citizens, and our loyalty to our 
country, require a more active attitude toward this situation.” 

The governor did not mention the ILWU or any of its leaders by name. 

Mr. Mitchell told The Chronicle last night that he agrees with Rep. Walter 
“in substance,” although he does not classify the rank and file as subversive. 

ee ee ee ee in 1949 as a “Communist-domi- 
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Until last night, there had been no reply to the charges from Mr. Hall, who is 
appealing a conviction that he conspired, as a Communist leader, to violate the 
Smith Act. The act forbids advocating the violent overthrow of the United 
States Government. 

The union leader’s reply: 

“This statement is being made without consultation with either our local 
negotiating committees or the International officers whom I represent in Hawaii. 

“I will not permit the Hawaiian employers or their political allies like 
Secretary Mitchell to use me as a whipping boy to escape their basic obligations 
and responsibilities to the workers of Hawaii. 

“I believe that I represent and speak for the aspirations and determinations 
of. the vast majority of the working people in Hawaii. 

“If that is so, it would be criminal for me to permit my own legal status, which 
is yet to be fully determined, to impede or interfere with the aspirations or 
determinations of Hawaii’s workers for a better life. 

“I do not think that I do so. 

“However, to satisfy the cravings of those who have no confidence in the 
democracy, intelligence or maturity of our working people, I announce my 

now to withdraw from negotiations in both pineapple and sugar if 
employers in either of those industries will say that my presence is a hindrance 
to a settlement and if the elected committees from the workers on the job agree 
with them. 

“My own role is and has been a relatively minor one. What happens to me 
as an individual is of small import. What happens to the welfare of the workers 
as a whole is far more important. 

“I advise the members of our union not to rely on any other officer or individual 
in this union but to rely solely on their own understanding of the issues involved 
and their own strength and determination to reach a fair settlement. 

“Governor King, Secretary Mitchell and the rest of the big-money gang will 
play no role in the settlement of Hawaii’s labor problems.” 

Earlier, Mr. Hall had said the union “hasn’t given up hope” for a peaceful 
settlement in Hawaii’s sugar negotiations. 

But he said it would take more than the 26 plantations had offered to date in 
wages, hours, insurance and separation pay to head off a strike in the $145,- 
000,000 industry. 

The industry has said already that it has very little bargaining room left 
on a three-year contract, none at all for a contract that would run for only one 
year. 

Things looked less grim in Hawaii’s pineapple industry. 

Negotiators for seven companies and the ILWU seem to have found the road 
to new contracts in that industry to cover 8,000 workers. 

Indications were another on-the-record meeting will be held today to discuss 
the last blocks to agreement—pensions and wages. 

The companies and the union have a good idea of where they stand. Top 
spokesmen for each side have been meeting now and then off-the-record for 
more than a week. 

They are reported on the verge of a settlement. 

Sugar was another story. 

Backed up by a 31-1 strike vote among 14,000 union members on four islands, 
ILWU Lay tages are expected to ask for more negotiations sometime this week. 

When talks recessed a week ago today, the ILWU said it would “take a last 
pon A at the situation, try for a few days to reach agreement, then set a strike 

a 

Hall, the union’s chief spokesman, said last night the union committee will 
bargain “until it is convinced there is no way out but a strike.” 

He charged that there has been “no bargaining” in the five weeks since sugar 
negotiations began. 

The industry, he said, has completely rejected the union’s demands and has 
“made no attempt at compromise.” 

The 26 tions have taken the stand during this year’s negotiations that 
they will a strike before they will sign a contract which could cost them 
more than they can afford. 

With sugar costs going down, production costs going up and competition on 

the industry says it has limited resources for additional 





2538 SCOPE OF SOVIET ACTIVITY IN THE UNITED STATES 


Exutisit No. 400—-C 
{Honolulu Star-Bulletin, June 22, 1953] 
ILWU Protests Ipte THREE Masor INDUSTRIES 


Hawaii’s waterfront activity ground to a dead halt today as an ILWU work 
stoppage spread throughout the longshore, sugar and pineapple industries. 

Union men began walking off their jobs and staying away from work Friday to 
demonstrate their disapproval of the conviction that day of Jack W. Hall, ILWU 
regional director, on charges of Communist conspiracy. 

Conservative estimates placed the number of men away from work at more than 
i although the figure was expected to be increased when the final count is 
made. 

ILWU spokesmen continued their hands-off policy, insisting the demonstration 
was spontaneous among the individual members. 


MAY RETURN TOMORROW 


Officials of some companies, however, said they have been informed unofficially 
that work will be resumed as usual tomorrow. 

The walkouts already are much heavier than those of August 1950, that fol- 
lowed the jailing of Harry Bridges, ILWU international president, in connection 
with his conviction on perjury charges. 

At that time, in walkouts spread over a week, and confined to the sugar in- 
dustry, about 8,100 of the 20,000 Hawaii sugar workers left their jobs in protest 
strikes. 

There were no pineapple walkouts then and longshore was normal except for 
one stop-work meeting. 


NAVY LOADS OWN SHIPS 


Today, ships in all island ports were idled when stevedore gangs failed to 
answer calls to work. 

Two Navy transports carrying cargo to Korea were loaded by the Navy when 
ILWU gangs failed to report to Pearl Harbor. An Army ship was similarly 
affected. 

Sugar and pineapple were also hard hit, with undetermined thousands joining 
the demonstration. 

Meanwhile, the executive board of the union’s Oahu sugar division issued a 
statement today blaming the employers for Hall’s conviction. 

Renewing its accusation that “the bosses and big shots * * * conspired with 
corrupt politicians” to indict the labor leader, the union commented : 

“The bosses made a big mistake. It’s going to cost them money.” 


SEEN AS OFFICIAL VIFW 


The statement was issued through the ILWU’s regional office, giving rise to the 
conclusion that it constituted the official view of the entire union. 

The ILWU announced Saturday that its longshoremen have voted to raise 
their wage demands from 11 to 22 cents, but Robert McElrath, union public 
relations director, denied that the move was connected with the wrathful protest 
over Hall’s conviction. 

An unofficial tally of the best available reports showed at least 7,700 men off 
their jobs in sugar, 2,110 absent in pineapple and 438 in stevedoring. 

Only 190 men of a field force numbering 1,200 reported for work today on 
Libby, MeNeill & Libby’s Oahu, Maui, and Molokai plantations. Libby and Cali- 
fornia Packing Corp. said only 10 percent of their employees on Molokai showed 
up this morning. 

MEN “FELT HURT” 


Regino Colotario, an ILWU official on the Friendly Isle, said the men walked 
out “because they feel hurt about what happened in the trial.” 

On Maui, all of Libby’s 330 plantation workers and about 180 in the company’s 
cannery were reported idle. : 

Maui Pineapple Co. reported only a 37 percent turnout in its cannery, while 
Baldwin Packers said 80 percent of its cannery personnel and 90 percent in the 
fields are absent. 
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SITUATION ON LANAT 


Only a few of Hawaiian Pineapple Co.’s 600 employees on Lanai reported for 
work, a company spokesman said. Harvesting was canceled on the Wahiawa, 
Oahu plantation when only 200 of a force of 700 employees showed up. 

In the company’s cannery, however, 90 percent of 2,000 workers were on the job. 

The sugar industry saw 2,880 absent from work on 4 plantations at Ewa, 
Waialua, Oahu, and Kahuku. Slightly more than 200 employees showed up on 
schedule. 

On Kauai, 3,485 stayed away from work, affecting production on six planta- 
tions. Only at Waimea Sugar Mill Co. was work reported to be normal. 

The ILWU, however, officially notified the Garden Island firms that the men 
would return to work starting with this afternoon’s shift. 

An employer source on Kauai said the union gave no reason for the walkoffs 
but asked the plantations to “forgive and forget” and also asked time off for dele- 
gates to attend a union convention in Honolulu Wednesday and Thursday. 


SUGAR MILLS CLOSED 


Sugar mills of H. C. & S. were closed at Paia and Puunene on Maui, while at 
Wailuku Sugar Co. milling and harvesting were halted by the absence of 
500 men. All of Pioneer Mill Co.’s 900 employees were reported away from 
work. 

On the Maui waterfront, 3 gangs of stevedores were called to work, but 
only 5 men appeared. Nine longshore checkers showed up but left without 
working. 

Castle & Cooke Terminals, largest waterfront employer in Hawaii, said it 
called 375 dock hands today, but none showed up. Their absence halted work on 
four Matson ships in Honolulu Harbor and threatened to idle another freighter 
arriving this afternoon. 


{Honolulu Advertiser, February 15, 1956] 
ILWU Breaks Orr Necorrations Untm Mircuenrt Leaves IsLanps 
PINEAPPLE TALKS HALTED ON VERGE OF SETTLEMENT 


A pineapple contract was just hours away when the ILWU served notice it 
would bargain no more until Labor Secretary James P. Mitchell was out of 
Hawaii, an industry spokesman said last night. 

The union broke off talks in both sugar and pineapple in a 17-minute meeting 
yesterday afternoon. 

President Harry Bridges charged Mr. Mitchell’s remark that the union’s leader- 
ship is “subversive” had made the air too tense for negotiations. 

Dwight C. Steele, president of the Hawaii Employers Council, said last night 
SS eee pineapple workers would have had new contracts by today if talks had 
con ‘ 

“We were,” he said, holding his thumb and forefinger a half-inch apart, “just 
that far from settlement. 

“We were scheduled to go into session at 3 o’clock this afternoon for continuous 
negotiations,” he told members of the National Association of Cost Accountants. 

“Frankly, I don’t know what’s going to happen as a result of the union’s action 
today,” he said. 

“Up until this afternoon I would have said there would be no strike in pine- 
apple. I wouldn’t say that now.” 

Mr. Steele’s gloomy picture of the pineapple talks rang down the curtain on one 
of the most hectic 24 hours in Hawaii’s labor history. 

It began with Mr. Mitchell’s telling San Francisco reporters that the union’s 
leadership is “subversive.” 

Then the statements began to fly. The typewriters and mimeograph machines 
clanged away like John Henry’s hammer all over town. 

1. Jack W. Hall, ILWU regional director, said he would pull out of negotia- 
tions if the employees and his union members agreed he was holding up agreement. 

2. Mr: Mitchell, arriving in Honolulu, said he thought that might be a good 
idea. He said Mr. Hall’s presence as a convicted Communist conspirator in- 
jected an “alien factor” into what is essentially an economic bartering between 
labor and management. “Hall is not the proper one to handle negotiations if 
the welfare of the workers is to be protected,” he said. 
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3. Mr. Steele issued an announcement saying that the question of Mr. Hall’s 
withdrawing from negotiations was strictly a union matter. 

“The sugar and pineapple industries are required by Federal and Territorial 
law to bargain with the properly designated representatives of the union which 
is the collective bargaining representative of their employees,” he said. He 
denied the industry was making any effort to use the labor leader as a “whipping 
boy” in negotiations. 

4. At mid-morning, the ILWU executive board invited Mr. Mitchell to speak 
before it on the local labor situation. 

5. Shortly after noon, Mr. Mitchell replied that it is the Hisenhower admin- 
istration’s policy to “promote to the fullest extent the principle of free collective 
bargaining, without undue interference on either side by the Government. I 
propose to adhere to this policy now.” 

6. After lunch, the ILWU asked the pineapple industry’s negotiating com- 
mittee for an on-the-record meeting. As the meeting opened, ILWU President 
Harry Bridges read a six-paragraph statement. 

It said, in part: 

“Because the real issues in dispute between the ILWU and the sugar and pine- 
apple industries of Hawaii have been beclouded by the gratuitous and prej- 
udicial statements of Mr. James P. Mitchell, United States Secretary of Labor, 
the ILWU wishes to notify the respective negotiating committees of the sugar 
and pineapple industries of the suspension of any further negotiations until Mr. 
Mitchell departs from the Territory. 

“In taking this action, the ILWU does not intend to accuse the sugar and 
pineapple industries of Hawaii of arranging for such statements to be made in 
order to influence the course of the negotiations.” 

Mr. Steele angrily accused the union of trying to drag the industry into “a 
dispute you apparently are having with Secretary Mitchell. And apparently 
you saw fit to use what was intended to be a negotiation meeting for that purpose. 

“IT don’t think that this is going to help relationships between the union and 
the pineapple companies one bit. I don’t think it is going to help reach agree- 
ment. So, far as the pineapple companies * * * are concerned * * * we have 
no interest in being involved in the controversy you appear to be having.” 
oar night, Mr. Steele hinted at the way the industry feels about the whole 

ing. 

“We can bargain with people even though we don’t like their affiliations or their 
backgrounds. Hall has done a much more constructive job of negotiating in 
the past 5 years than he did in the years before that. 

“T’ye never defended Hall’s affiliations,” he said, “nor his personal decision 
which he made many years ago. But these last few years, he has been very fair 
at the bargaining table.” 

Mr. Steele gave no clue to the stands of the seven pineapple companies and the 
union on the issues of wages and pensions. 

These were the only issues blocking agreement the last time the two sides re- 
ported publicly on the negotiations. 

Yesterday's suspension of the sugar talks apparently will mean little delay in 
getting negotiations in that industry underway. 

Bargaining had been recessed since last Tuesday and there had been specula- 
tion that no further moves would come in sugar until the pineapple contracts 
were settled. 


Mr. Morris. Now, Mr. Stephenson—— 

Senator Warxtns. I would just like to make an observation, pro- 
voked by that very advertisement. My own personal conviction is 
that no group of Americans, no organization, corporation, labor group 
or otherwise, in this country, should be in a position to have the power 
to blockade 540,000 Americans, nor to use monopoly control. I think 
it is un-American, it is contrary to the public policy that, under the 
Constitution, guarantees us liberty. We legislate against monopolies 
in the industrial field, and some time somewhere we've got to 
have the backbone to take care of this labor movement that has be- 
come & monopoly. . 

Now that’s the way I feel about that. And we see what has hap- 
pened out here. Just by the edict of one man—I don’t care whether 
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he’s a Communist or non-Communist, they should not have that power. 
a this case, it is aggravated by the fact that the evidence is strong 
in the direction that they are Communists, or have been, and are act- 
ing, not in behalf of the best interests of the labor union members 
and of their own communities and of their country, but in the interest 
of someone else outside who is dictating a policy that will be of benefit 
to this international conspiracy known as communism. 

Senator JouNnston. And then, at the same time, claim the rights 
that the Government has given them under our laws and courts, and 
also under our National Labor Relations Act. They claim all those 
rights. When they’re in their favor, they claim them, but when it 
doesn’t agree with them, those of course they kick out. 

Senator Warxins. Well, we had an example right here, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

Mr. Morris. I think we have run off the reel here, Senator. Could 
we take a half a minute ? 

Senator Jounston. We will take a 2-minute recess. 

A short recess was taken.) 
nator Jounston. The committee will resume. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Mr. Stephenson, yesterday Senator Dillingham 
told us that industry has not taken a firm stand against the Com- 
munist leadership of the ILWU. Now, in view of the paralysis that 
you have stated they have been able to effect here on the islands, do 
you feel that industry has taken a firm stand against the force that 
can bring about such paralysis for political considerations ? 

Mr. STEPHENSON. [think they have not. 

Mr. Morris. Will you develop that? 

Mr. Srepuenson. I base this not only on community observation, 
and this is my statement purely in a personal capacity because most of 
the information antedates my connection with the Subversive Activi- 
ties Commission. I base it not only on open observation and reading 
newspapers but talking to some rather important men in industry. I 
can recall three specific conversations in which I was told directly that 
they resented my anti-Communist efforts, that of myself and others 
in the community. 

Senator Jonnston. Did they use those words “anti-Communist” ? 

Mr. Sreruenson. They said “People who are too strongly anti- 
Communist stir up trouble,” and I remember the term: “muddy the 
waters of labor and industrial relations.” Several of those meetings 
were during the 1949 strike. 

Mr. Morrts. And you say those sentiments were expressed by repre- 
sentatives of industry and management? 

Mr. SON. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Certain ones, of course, not all of them. 

Mr. Steruenson. That is correct. 

Mr. Morris. Were there any exceptions to that general outlook 
that you encountered ? 

Mr, Srernenson. I think—oh, yes, individually. After all, bar- 
gaining was on a centralized basis. And the industry position in 
panera out here has been to say that you can’t talk about communism 

use it is irrelevant to the issue of this particular bargaining ses- 
sion on wages, hours, or working conditions, or mechanization; or 
something else, and you can’t about the Communist issue any 
more than you can talk about the other bargainers’ religion, or his 
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political party. I don’t happen to accept that premise, but that has 
been the premise of industry. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Stephenson, you mentioned in executive session you 
have a newspaper clipping, I believe, which further developed that 
idea. 

Mr. Srepnenson. This is just a little symptom. I don’t know 
whether industry believes that position, whether they believe it, 
whether they feel it is better to get along and when the crisis finally 
comes someday, the crisis that they themselves may have helped to 
accelerate, at the last moment they will expect the Government to bail 
them out, I don’t know. They give the impression of being under 
intimidation. Iuse it in the moral sense. 

Senator Jounsron. So there may be a possibility they think it is 
just best not to stir up the issue ? 

Mr. Srerrenson. Correct, sir. Now, here’s a little item on the front 
page of the Advertiser, January 16, 1955. It reports an NLRB pro- 
ceeding. What had happened here was that the ILWU had gone to 
management of a sugar plantation and said, “We want you to fire this 
gentleman.” This gentleman happened not to be an ILWU member. 
So the union’s request was met. And the man had the gumption to file 
a complaint against the union and the company before the National 
Labor Relations Board. And this reports the findings of the ex- 
aminer. The examiner is identified as David F. Doyle. 

Senator Warkrns. Does the newspaper story carry the findings 
made? 

Mr. SrepHenson. Yes; it does, sir. 

Senator Watkins. Why not have him read that? 

Mr. SrepHenson. I will read this hurriedly ; it is a very short article. 

An NLRB board examiner ruled today that the Olaa Sugar Co. of Hawaii 
“weakly submitted” to pressure of the local 142 of the ILWU and fired a nonunion 
employee because he was critical of the union. Examiner David F. Doyle rec- 
ommended the company be ordered to rehire Truckdriver Favorito P. Banos, 
who was discharged in December 1953, and further recommended that Banus be 
paid all income he nérmally would have been entitled to since hig discharge. 
Banos was discharged by the company because he was “disrupting harmonious 
working relations.” The company and the union at the time were working out 
plans to ease the complication resulting from the mechanization of the sugar 
fields. The proposed change meant a cut in the work force from 1,100 men to 
450, of which 75 percent would have been of Filipino descent, including Banos. 
Banos and two other employees, both union members, circulated a petition which 


alleged union leadership, primarily of Japanese descent, was discriminating 
against Filipino workers in the layoff plan. In his brief, Doyle— 


that’s the trial examiner— 


stated that the union asked the company to take action against Banos and “the 
company weakly submitted to the union’s discriminatory demand.” Banos ap- 
pealed to the NLRB, naming both the union and the company in his complaint of 
discrimination. Doyle noted the company discharged only Banos and not the 
two other union members who joined him in circulating the petition, The exam- 
iner said he was not concerned with the truth or falsity of the charges in the peti- 
tion. Defendng Banos’ action as “a fundamental right of free speech” Doyle said 
“it may be that his criticism of union officials was entirely unjustified, but they 
must suffer the criticism as one of the unpleasant features of office. They may not 


silence their critics by force.” 

_ Mr. Morris. Now, Mr. Stephenson, you have, in your official capac- 
ity as chairman of the commission, had oceasion to observe Com- 
munist propaganda as it comes into the islands have you not? 
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Mr. Srernenson. Well, I haven’t seen it crossing the border, Mr. 
Morris, but I have seen it after it has come to rest here; yes. 

Mr. Morris. Would you tell us about that? 

Mr. Stervenson. The lifeblood of the Communist movement is in 
propaganda, in propagating the viewpoint of the Communists, in 
vilifying the opponent, and it is a worldwide proposition. We have 
been subject to a considerable barrage of propaganda here. We not 
only get Communist propaganda of local origin but we get it from 
overseas. 

Mr. Fishman pointed out the other day that, in recent months, 
propaganda had come into his possession, propaganda originating 
from satellite countries. 

Mr. Morris. In fact, when Mr. Fishman was testifying he had in 
his possession material that had arrived that very day from Com- 
munist Hungary and Communist China and Communist Czechoslo- 
vakia, did he not? 

Mr. Srepuenson. That is correct. That isn’t a new development. 
Approximately 100 pages of the 1955 report of our commission to 
the legislature, profusely illustrated, showed the existence of this 
a anda situation in the Territory of Hawaii. 

r. Morris. I wonder, Mr. Stephenson, if you would just read that 
briefly for us? 

Mr. Steruenson. The hundred pages? 

Mr. Morris. No, no. 

Senator Jounston. Have you noticed any of the local papers re- 
producing any of the propaganda ? 


Mr. Srernenson. No, sir. Not to my knowledge. I just brought 
along, Senator, in case you’re interested, gathered from various sources 
here—I mentioned the World Federation of Trade Unions. I think 
that comes under the heading of Communist propaganda. This is one 
of their issues that we have. Here is one with Joe Stalin’s picture on 
the front page. The text is in Chinese or J er I don’t know 


which. Here’s another one on “The Rosenberg frameup,” as they call 
it, in Japanese. I believe this is one Mr. Fishman showed you. Our 
issue isn’t quite as recent as his. We only have June 1956. I just 
picked these‘at random this morning. We have hundreds of them. 

Mr. Morris. And where generally does this propaganda come from, 
Mr. Stephenson ? 

Mr. HENSON. It comes from Japan, Communist sources in 
Japan, from Red China, some from Russia itself, some from Rumania, 
some from Czechoslovakia, some from England. The sources behind 
the Iron Curtain, we can reasonably assume, are Communist con- 
trolled, and nothing leaves without the imprimatur of the govern- 
ment. The sources outside the Iron Curtain we are generally in a 
position to document from other evidence showing their Communist 
orientation. 

In our 1953 report, we pointed out a very neat device that piecertly 
is in use to try to thwart the inspection service that Mr. Fishman 
referred to the other day. I think he made it clear that first-class mail 
was not subject to any sort of inspection by customs or Post Office 
Department for dutiable items or otherwise. So in 1953 we reproduced 
in our report the cover—that is, an envelope—that was mailed from 
London to Honolulu, transmitting a piece of Communist propaganda. 
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The envelope was quite interesting, in that it had originally come 
out of Pittsburgh. It was a cover for a trade magazine of the steel 
industry called the Iron Age. And they had mailed it, apparently, 
to this Communist bookstore in London, and the Commies, instead of 
throwing away this old envelope, which had the return address of the 
Steel Age magazine in Pittsburgh, merely pasted a new address label 
over it, a new English stamp, and sent it through the first-class mail. 
Anyone looking at that envelope and not looking at it critically would 
attribute this to the steel industry source. We sweated off the label, of 
course, and saw that the original addressee who had received that was 
Collette’s Book Store, in London, a well-known Communist bookstore. 
A friend of mine personally went in there last year, at my request, and 
bought some representative literature and brought it back to me. It 
is the same type of literature that is being introduced here in other 
forms. Collette’s Book Store now features Chinese Communist liter- 
ature in the English language. 

Senator Jounson. So it is the same general pattern we have found. 
They have used names of prominent people in order to call it by that 
name, but it wasn’t exactly of that color when you read it or looked 
into the organization, but it was Communist. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Stephenson, have you examined this propaganda / 
Will you tell us about pies purpose it is calculated to serve? 

Mr. SrerHenson. Well, in eral, I haven’t analyzed it for some 
time or even read most of it, but we have set forth in several of our 
reports some of the objectives. For example, this agitation on an 
international basis of many of the issues that we have come to know 
nationally, such as the Rosenberg case. Now the line—the way you 


treat that abroad is somewhat different. That is held 3 abroad to 


show what a rotten government we have. The “facts,” if I may use 
on term in quote, which are postulated in this literature are usually 
alse, 

Senator Jounston. Have you noticed in this community whether 
they use the different nationalities to try to enter into that particular 
nationality group? I know you on the islands here have many nation- 
alities, people from various countries. Do you find them getting the 
propaganda from that country into that particular group of le? 
We find that’s true in some of our larger cities, where we’ve had in- 
vestigations. 

Mr. Sreruenson. I think as a general proposition that is true. Be- 
cause it is just like advertising technique. You try to reach the man 
through his own langu through his own level of speech and com- 

rehension, in the most effective and economical way you can reach 
im. And the ILWU, for example, carries its radio program, on 
which Robert McElrath is the so-called commentator, that is carried 
in English, but they also have—have or have had—brosadeasts in 
Japanese and a Filipino dialect. 
ou see, there is a large segment of the LLWU who are not citizens 
of the United States. I don’t have the statistics at hand, but I would 
just hazard a guess that there is probably no union on the mainland 
ae such a high proportion of aliens as does Local 142 of the 

Senator Warkrins. Is there any means by which you can get the 

breakdown of the union membership with respect to citizenship ? 
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Mr. Srepuenson. I think that’s available on a reasonably accurate 
basis, Senator. 

Senator Warkrns. I would appreciate very much if you would sub- 
mit to this committee a memo showing the breakdown of the mem- 
bership of the organization you just mentioned. 

Mr. SrerHenson. If the ILWU would cooperate with us, we could 
probably get it very hurriedly. 

Senator Warxtns. I would say that probably the organization it- 
self, if it were left to the membership, would cooperate, but I am 
afraid with some of the leaders we’ve had in here, you wouldn’t get 
the cooperation. 

Mr. SrerHenson. I am sure they wouldn’t put it to a vote either. 

Senator Warxrns. It would be interesting to know to what extent 
aliens are controlling our labor unions and dictate the policy of a 
labor union. 

wre Srerrenson. I don’t mean that they control it. I merely stated 
that—— 

Senator Warxrns, I merely said “to the extent.” I don’t know 
whether they do or don’t. That is one thing we would like to know, 
whether they do or don’t. And they may be making great contribu- 
tions to our labor movement. 

I want it distinctly understood that I am not against labor unions 
as such. I made my reference against monopoly, industrial monop- 
oly which I oppose just as much as I would be against monopoly in 
the labor field, labor organizations. I have come to feel that, in view 
of the misuse made of the powers within them, that it presents a real 
menace to the liberties of the people. And in a case out here, it would 
actually probably destroy your economy, and it might even cost us 
a campaign if we got into a war, a campaign to hold these islands. 
They could easily do that, make a very heavy contribution to our loss. 

So I want to make it clear when making these remarks that I am 
not against labor unions as such. I think they’ve done a great deal 
of good, as the corporations and industry, the industrial corporations, 
have done a great deal of good but sometimes they get in positions 
where they have powers which they don’t always use to the common 
good and for the public benefit. And the people in the labor unions 
are just as human as those are in the industrial organizations. 

We have measures now before the Judiciary Committee of the 
United States Senate with reference to monopolies in the industrial 
field, and I think the committee will report on those. We already 
have on our books, as you know, with respect to antimonopoly, the 
Sherman Act, and others, and it looks like we have got to get into 
some other fields where we see there are dangers of actually being 
destroyed by monopolies in another direction. 

Mr. Srernenson. I would like to make one observation, Senator, 
if I may, that was triggered by opening up this question of the racial 
diversification we have in the islands. 

One of the most deadly forms of propaganda is that which is con- 
tained in letters from a relative to another relative. We have a large 
number of people in the Territory of Hawaii, some alien, many more 
citizens, who have relatives of their own generation or who have fore- 
bears or their contemporaries in Japan, in China, in the Philippines. 
Now if the relatives here who are originating letters to the Western 
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Pacific area are in any sense influenced by the subversive line that has 
been taken by this union in its propaganda, then the repetition of the 
lies of the attacks on this committee, of the attacks on the Secretary of 
Labor, of the attacks on our courts, is being broadcast abroad, and it 
tends to lower the esteem of this country in the eyes of persons in 
foreign nations that we are trying to get along with. That is an in- 
evitable consequence. We just happen to see it concentrated here. 

Out here, as I say, is like living in a fish bowl, from a political stand- 
point and an economic standpoint, simply because of our isolation. 

Senator Warxkins. We don’t have the same situation probably any- 
where else. I mean we don’t have the physical situation that would 
make other communities—put other communities in the same kind of a 
fish bowl, to use your illustration. 

Mr. Srepuenson. That’s correct. So that it is a matter of concern, 
I believe, that the propaganda and agitational tactics that have been 
indulged in have continued and gone as far as they have and show 
every promise of continuing in the future. 

And in conclusion, I would like to offer one or two ideas how to at- 
tack this problem legislatively. 

Senator Wartxrns. I am sure the committee would be glad to get 
those suggestions. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Stephenson, is this propaganda, is it designed to 
further Soviet expansion, Communist expansion over the world? Cana 
you tell us anything about it? 

Mr. SrerHenson. In general it is, When it deprecates the United 
States and glorifies the Soviet Union and satellite nations, when it con- 
cerns itself with the internal operations of the United States Govern- 
ment, always in a critical manner, when in none of this do you ever 
find criticism of the Soviet Union, it is obviously going to hurt this 
country. 

There is a great need for countering that sort of thing because I 
think it is an elemental rule of psychology that the repetition of a 
statement, without contradiction from an equally credible source, not 
only causes it to be believed, but I think entitles the hearer to believe it. 

Mr. Morris. Now, can you tell us whether the [LWU Book Club has 
been responsible for the propagation of Communist propaganda ? 

Mr. SterHenson. I cannot give the committee an up-to-date report 
on the ILWU Book Club because our investigative procedures have 
been seriously curtailed. They might have effected a tactical dissolu- 
tion of their club last night, for all I know. But I will tell you what 
they did when we reported on it. The ILWU Book Club, according 
to reports of the IL itself, was conceived by Harry Bridges, and 
the idea was—— 

Senator Warxrns. Is that a matter of public record ? 

Mr. Sreruenson. Yes, sir, We have reported some 50 pages or so 
on it. It has several purposes, all of which add up to one thing, and 
that is to get Communist propaganda in the hands of the members of 
the ILWU through a book club system. Now, it isn’t the Book of the 
Month Club idea, of mailing the stuff. It involves selection of ma- 
terials. That is point No. 1. Point No. 2: Trying to make materials 
available in cheap editions. And No. 3: Either selling those materials 
cineca? to union members or making them available free at lending 

ibraries. 
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And Mr. David Evans Thompson, who was in here the other day 
and refused to give information, rendered a report to the ILWU mem- 
bership on the subject of this club in his capacity of educational direc- 
tor. That term literally—liberally tnenslatel means one in charge 
of propagandizing the members of the union. He reported that there 
were 18 of these libraries. 

Well, now, liberally translated, that is another way of saying there 
are 18 Communist bookshops. 

Mr. Morris. Each one of them propagating Communist material? 

Mr. Sreruenson. Yes. We made a very detailed analysis in our 
1955 report of every book recommended by that club that we could 
get our hands on. Now, in the context in which I am speaking, an 
evaluation of a book can lead to the conclusion that it is pro-Commu- 
nist or anti-Communist or is neutral. Maybe it has nothing to do 
with communism. But if you are going to evaluate books from this 
one standpoint, you grade them as 1, 2 or 3. When you take these 
books that we analyzed, that means that the commission’s staff read 
them and as far as possible the commissioners read them, and we 
found that oddly enough they fell into 2 classes, not 3. There were 
some books that were strictly non pro-Communist, non anti-Commu- 
nist. I think Roberts Rules of Order was one. Another one on 
“What to do until the doctor comes.” Now, those are strictly non- 
controversial in this context. But every one that didn’t fall in the 
neutral category was pro-Communist, either in authorship or in con- 
tent or both, and there was not an anti-Communist publication, be- 
ome this union leadership has never given its membership a free 
choice. 

Senator Jonnston. There is a book put out by this committee on the 
dangers of communism; you haven’t seen them distributing that, have 

ou! 

. Mr. Stepnenson. No,sir. They have never given their membership 
a free choice of reading or listening or otherwise. They have never 
presented the pro-Communist viewpoint as against the anti-Commu- 
nist, because they’re only interested in propagating the pro-Commu- 
nists, and they would be silly to present the other side. I say that 
advisedly, as one who has had considerable experience in psychological 
warfare. It would be stupid, and Harry Bridges and his boys aren’t 
noted for being stupid. 

Mr, Morris. Mr. Chairman, I would like to offer for the record at 
this time the section of the 1955 Report of the Territorial Commission 
on the ILWU book club. 

Senator Jounston. And have it printed in the record ? 

Mr. Morris. And have it printed in the record as an appendix. 

Senator Warkrns. J think it one to be done. 

Mr. Morris. It has many valuable facts and all relevant directly to 
the investigation we are conducting, Senator. 

Senator Nacemenn It shall be printed in the record. 

Senator Watkins. May I ask this question? Is this entire volume 
from which that excerpt is taken available to the committee ? 

Mr. Morris, That is one thing I wanted to take up, Senator, before 
we close this morning. That all the material in the possession of the 
commission at this time and now under subpena by the Internal Se- 
curity Subcommittee, I would like to strongly recommend, Mr. Chair- 
man and Senator Watkins, that we keep that subpena an open subpena. 
I have discussed this with the chairman. Because there are many 

72723—57—pt. 41——7 
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things that Mr. Mandel is now working on at research level that will 
ulre us to take the fullest advantage of these particular files. 
nator Jonnston. All these records shall be kept under subpena 
until we have had a chance to scrutinize them and decide just what 
we want to keep permanently. 

Senator Warxrns. I would like to go further than that and say that 
they ought to be filed as an exhibit in this case, these volumes, the re- 
ports of this commission, so they would be available at any time to us. 

Mr. Morris. I think it would be appropriate, Senator. I suggest 
the way of doing it would be to take the reports, the 1951, 1953, 1954 
and 1955 reports, and print them as appendices to the hearings that 
are taking place here. I think by using small print and everything 
we could do a relatively digested form. 

Senator Warkrns. The report itself contains much of the detail. 

Mr. Morrts. It is all very necessary and pertinent to this inquiry, 
Senator. I have examined them thoroughly, and Mr. Mandel has, 
and the work that this commission has done has just been tremendous, 
in analyzing this problem. 

Senator Warxrns. Then, as a formal matter, if they were filed as 
exhibits, received as exhibits, not necessarily all printed in the record, 
then they could be printed as you suggest. 

Mr. Morris. As an appendix to nes hearings, when these hearings 
are printed. 

Senator Watxrns. Certainly. 

Senator Jounston. Hearing no opposition, it will be printed as an 
appendix to the record. 


(The - rts above referred to appear as appendices A, B and C, 
part 41- 


Mr. Morris. Senator, coco now that Mr. Stephenson is on the 
y 


stand, the committee has, certainly at staff level, and the chairman has 
been impressed by the fact that the commission has done such thorough 
work here on all of these things, and I suppose really, Senator, one of 
the facts we Have to determine is to what extent can the reports 
and findings of a commission at this level be accepted by the Senate 
of the United States as a realistic presentation of the situation here. 
Of course, at the present time, we are slightly handicapped because 
the commission is not functioning since it has run out of funds. But, 
Senators, we can in the future, if we can assess the work of a commis- 
sion and if we find that a commission is very, very thoroughly cover- 
ing the field and its reports are reliable, and after we our own 
investigation into the situation, it may well be that we could have a 
continuing relationship. In other words, instead of having a h 

on the situation in Honolulu or Hawaii, we can read the reports an 
know them and evaluate them and we can almost, with proper amount 
of evaluation, accept those conclusions and reports as accurate in de- 
scribing the conditions that exist here. 

Senator Warxrys. I think we can go one step further than that. 
If it is going to be a handicap to this commission because of the lack 
of funds, there may be some tive work we could do or action 
we can take to see that they do have ample funds to keep up a con- 
toning investigation, probably a more complete one than they have 
been able to conduct at the present time. In other words, I feel that 
we have got to have more cooperation from the people in a com- 
munity such as this, where these things are developing. Now, that’s 
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the only way we are ever going to be able to succeed in the direction of 
bringing about a remedy for this situation, is to have the strongest 
cooperation possible. I am not criticizing them in any way because 
of any alleged lack of cooperation in the past. But the local people 
can help tremendously in rooting out this evil of communism. And 
I mean a strong stand taken by the leaders in the labor unions we have, 
and I am sure we have the strongest kind of support from the CIO 
and the A. F. of L. and other standard labor unions; they can help 
and they are helping. It so happens the unions just named do not 
have large memberships out here; they seem to be in the minority. 
But cooperation of the community is going to be one of the strongest 
— that can be given, and it should be developed to the ultimate 
in this fight against communism. 

That is one of the pleas I make to the people here now. I have made 
it publicly at other places and I “uahaiaied renew it now. 

nator JoHNstToN. I think any intelligent person can fully realize 
that $20,000 to be used over a term of 2 years is not sufficient to really 
do the job here that should be done. And I hope that the Territorial 
authorities will see to it this time that they get an appropriation ade- 
er todothe job. But I also believe that the Congress of the United 
tates will be glad to supplement those funds and see that the job is 
done and done right here in the Territory.. That is in no way a 
reflection upon the work that the commission here has already done. 
I think you have done an excellent job, with the amount of mosey 
you’ve had to do it with. I don’t see how you’ve done such a good jo 
with so little money. But I think everyone who has listened into 
these hearings has realized that it is our duty as American citizens to 
see that communism is stamped out in this island. And in order to 
do that, we owe the island a duty to help you in this matter with 
which we are now faced. And for that reason, I know I speak for 
the subcommittee of the Judiciary Committee when I say that we 
commend you for the work you have done and hope you will have suffi- 
cient funds in the future. 

Senator Warxins. I say “amen” to everything you have said, Sen- 
ator. 

Mr. Morais. Mr. Chairman, inasmuch as we now have in the record 
the conclusion, the result of the work done by the commission, now are 
there any other facts, Mr. Stephenson, that you think would have to 
be added to this particular record further than the information and 
the conclusion set forth in your report? 

Mr. Srepuenson. I think perhaps I wasn’t following too closely 
when you asked specifically about the propaganda coming in here, I 
think st, ome thing that ought to be mentioned is the germ warfare 
propagan 

ere is pending in San Francisco for trial the indictment of three 
Americans who published a monthly magazine in Shanghai. That’s 
behind the Red Curtain. And again I y..yon don’t publish stuff 
there and rt it to America unless it bears the imprint and is 
censored by the Red Chinese authorities. 

Now, that came out in testimony here the other day, that the Hono- 
lulu Record and Wilfred Oka are the people who were circulating 
that material in this community. Our commission purchased copies’ 
to be sure it wasn’t just something we were reading in the newspaper. 
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We went down and bought copies. We bought copies subsequently 
to those mentioned in the record the other day. 

The Honolulu Record itself repeated many of the germ warfare 
charges, a vicious bunch of lies, that are now the subject of an indict- 
ment for sedition. 

In reverse, the American Communists—the propaganda of Ameri- 
can Communist origin of the type circulated by the [LWU Book Club 
was in turn used by the Chinese Communists to brainwash American 
prisoners who had been captured in Korea. That is established by 
testimony already had before your committee several years ago. They 
mention the title to the book. I tell you that those same books are on 
the recommended and circulated lists to the ILWU Book Club. This 
whole thing ties together. 

Mr. Morris. Well, now, would you say that the situation over the 
past year, Mr. Stephenson, is abating or is it continuing with the same 
force that it has in the past ? 

Mr. SterHenson. With regard to propaganda ? 

Mr. Morris. Well, let’s say first with regard to propaganda. 

Mr. StepHenson. I am hardly able now to answer that question be- 
cause of the restrictions in our operations. We have not been able 
to follow up our normal investigative procedure to get the materials 
that are needed to establish the fact upon which I would base an 
opinion. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Stephenson, have you been able to observe, as an 
overall picture, whether or not Communist influence, as it has been 
manifested through the operations of the ILWU and the United Pub- 
lic Workers, whether that is increasing, whether it is diminishing, 
whether it is remaining approximately the same? I would like to 
point out that that is an important consideration for us. Much of 
your evidence has dealt with facts which have taken place over the last 
few years. I am wondering if you, sitting as chairman of the Terri- 
torial commission, are in a position to appraise the extent of Com- 
munist influence, with respect toits proportion ¢ 

Mr. Srepnenson. I should like the record to show that I must of 
necessity speak as an individual when I give an opinion. And our 
commission was set up and has always ee on the premise that it 
is a deliberative body that is meant to find facts, and if we commis- 
sioners go around the community giving our individual viewpoints, 
we might have seven different viewpoints on the same question. 

By deliberative consultation and analysis of materials, we try to 
eind a common statement of facts. So with that understanding, I 
will state my personal impression. 

I would like to put it this way. I see no significant diminution in 
the Communist power in Hawaii. I don’t care what date you start 
at—1946, 1948, 1950—if two men will agree on the starting point, my 
opinion is that since that particular date, whatever you pick, up to 
now there has been no significant diminution. 

The power of the identified Communists and the practicing Com- 
munists, and I say that without regard to whether they are formally 
enrolled Communist Party members—that to my mind is perhaps im- 
material—that if they function as Communists, accept Communist 
discipline, transmit Communist orders, as well as accept them, and 
forever follow a line that never once deviates from the line of the 
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master state Russia, the mother country, as they call it, then I say 
they are Communists. 

ow, there have been some signs of local defection of anti—I will 
withdraw that word. It is not defection—it is insurrection, revolt— 
on the Island of Kauai, against this Communist leadership. It is a 
healthy sign. The fact remains, however, that in my analysis, and I 
think Harry Bridges and Jack Hall concur with me in this, the most 
important place in which they must retain their power and retain it 
for the longest, if they have to ever give it up, is at the Honolulu 
waterfront. And I see no signs of a diminution of power there. 

Now, let’s take this other Communist-led union, the United Public 
Workers. That has gotten stronger over the years. Their member- 
ship has gone up. I mean they are of relatively recent origin. 

Mr. Morris. Could you tell us, Mr. Stephenson, where they organ- 
ize now ? 

Mr. Sternenson. I think you asked me to—you did ask me to pro- 
duce for the record copies of some of our files with regard to the distri- 
bution of members of the UPW. 

Mr. Morais. Tell us briefly about that, would you, for the record, 
Mr. Stephenson. 

Mr. StepHenson. I might say that our government out here accom- 
modates the UPW in the collection of its dues. I think you Senators 
are undoubtedly familiar with the checkoff in industry. We have a 
similar procedure. A man can sign a slip with the county auditor that 
he wants his UPW dues deducted from his pay and remitted directly 
to the union. 

Senator Warkrns. That is, you’re talking about the loca! govern- 
ment ? 

Mr. SreeHEnson. Yes, sir. 

Senator Warxrys. There isn’t any checkoff by the Federal Govern- 
ment, is there? 

Mr. SrepHenson. No,sir. It is only in the local county government. 

Senator Watkins. Would you have any difficulty in getting the 
membership rolls of this organization through your commission ? 

Mr. StepHenson. Of the United Public Workers? 

Senator Warxkrns. Yes. 

Mr. Sterpuenson. We haven’t tried that, I think. 

Senator Watkins. We asked Abram Flaxer for them in the hear- 
ings in Washington, at least I did, and he refused to give them, and 
that was the basis of the charge for contempt, his refusal to honor an 
order of the chairman of the committee at that time, to furnish those 
membership rolls. I think the Government is entitled to know the 
persons who are members of these organizations. I mean employees of 
the Government. There is no crime in joining it unless the purpose of 
the organization is to overthrow the Government or to do anything 
against the laws of the United States or the States or the Territories 
or municipalities where they live. But the Government would be 
interested in knowing, and I would be interested in knowing if there 
is any such a thing as a checkoff or pay out by the Federal Govern- 
ment on any of these. 

Mr. Sreruenson. No, not that I know of. I didn’t mean to imply, . 
Senator, that we don’t have access to the information or that we don’t 
have the information. I meant, in my answer, that we hadn’t gotten 
it from the union itself. 
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Mr. Morris. Won’t you tell us generally, Mr. Stephenson, where 
these UPW workers are? 

Mr. Srernenson. These are slightly outdated reports, but they are 
representative. The County of Kauai: out of 231 members whose dues 
were being paid through the county auditor—there could be other 
members who were paying their dues directly—150 of these were in 
the public works department, 33 in the fire department, 7 in the water- 
works, 6 school janitors, 1 in the auditing department, and 34 in the 
hospitals. 

r. Morris. Now, they’re all organized by the United Public 
Workers, the leadership of which has been shown to be Communist- 
controlled ? 

Mr. Sreruenson. Correct. And the leadership of which has been 
in here in the last few days. 

On this island, which constitutes the city and county of Honolulu: 
sheriff’s office 22 employees, division of refuse collection and disposal 
50; division of road maintenance 33; health department 17; depart- 
ment of public instruction, janitors, 3. 

Senator Jonnston. Let me ask one question there. 

Where they are known to be Communist-controlled, do you think 
it is right for the government to have to collect the dues? 

Mr. SterHenson. I donot. 

Senator Jounston. What effect would it have if you stopped collect- 
ing She dues? Would it help the situation any, do you think? 

> Nnson. It would put the union to a little more trouble. 
I am talking about the union leaders. It would put them to more 
trouble to get the money. This way, their action is just like a collection 
agency which garnishees a man’s wages at the source and they’re sure 
of getting it every month as long as he has a job. 

nator Jounston. I believe you’re going to make recommendations 
as to some changes in the law to us? 

Mr. son. Yes, si 

Senator Jornnston. I 
our attention for study. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. irman, I offer this for the record. 

Have you identified it fully, Mr. Stephenson ? 

Mr. Stepnenson. These are Verifax copies of letters, in the files of 
the Commission on Subversive Activities, which were received from 
the various county auditors in response to our official requests to them 
for the information. 

Mr. Morris. And this purports to show how the United Public 
Workers have organized among government workers here, at a time 
when the United Public Workers was under the control of Commu- 
nist leadership ? 

Mr. Sreruenson. That’s correct. And that’s only a partial list. It 
shows the distribution, what type of departments they’re in, I be- 
lieve, in one county, the whole fire department is now organized. I 
don’t think any policemen are. 

(The reports referred to above were marked “Exhibits No. 401 to 
401-C” and read as follows:) 


sir. 
think it would be well to at least call that to 
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Exureit No. 401 


OFFICE oF CouNTY AUDITOR, 
County of Kauai, Lihue, Hawaii, October 8, 1954. 


COMMISSION ON SUBVERSIVE ACTIVITIES OF THE TERRITORY OF Hawaltt, 
Honolulu, T. H. 


(Attention: Mr. T. Emanuel, Executive.) 


GENTLEMEN: In compliance with your request of October 7, 1954, we submit 
the following : 


Number of employees who have authorized payments of dues to UPW as of 
Sept. 30, 1954 
Department : 


Mahelona Hospital. 
School janitors. 


Very truly yours, 


A uditor, County of Kauai. 


Exursit No. 401—A 


City AND CouNTY oF HONOLULU, 
OFFICE OF THE AUDITOR, 
Honolulu, Hawaii, October 11, 1954. 
COMMISSION ON SUBVERSIVE ACTIVITIES OF THE TERRITORY OF HAawan, 
Taw Office Building, Honolulu, T. H. 
(Attention of Mr. T. Emanuel, Executive.) 


GENTLEMEN: Based on information available, this is the information you re- 
quest in your confidential letter of October 7, 1954. 


Total num- | Date of 
ber of em- roll 
ployees rae 


s office Sept. 30, 1954 
Division of refuse collection a and disposal 


Division of road meeetanep Sept. 15, 1954 
Healt 


Sept. 15, 1954 
Sept. 15, 1954 


Very truly yours, 
MAxweELt C. LeVine, F. A. I. A. (Ene.) 
First Deputy Auditor, City and County of Honolulu. 


Exursir No. 401-B 


OFFICE OF AUDITOR, 
Wailuku, Maui, Hawati, October 11, 1954. 
Mr. T. EMANUEL, 
Ewecutive Commission on Subversive Activities of the Territory of Hawaii, 
Honolulu, Hawaii. 


Deak Sire: As requested in your letter dated October 7, 1954, the following 
shows, by departments, the number of employees of the County of Maui who 
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have authorized payroll deductions for payment of dues to the United Public 
Workers for the month ending September 30, 1954: 


Hospitals : 
Kula Sanatorium 
Central Maui Memorial Hospital 
Hana Hospital 
Schools: 
Electrician 
Janitors 
Fire departments 
Board of parks, playgrounds, and recreation 
Maui County Waterworks Board 
Humane office (dog warden) 
Department of public works: 
Engineer’s office 


Sewer and garbage 

Road department and garage 
Carpenters and painters 
Wailuku Road District. 
Makawao Road District 
Lahaina Road District 


Yours very truly, 


Sam Axo, Sr., 
Auditor, County of Maui. 


Exursit No. 401-C 


County or HAWATI, 
AUDITING DEPARTMENT, 


Hilo, Hawaii, October 15, 1954. 
Mr. T. EMANUEL, 


Commission on Subversive Activities, 
Honolulu, Oahu. 
Dear Srr: I have enclosed a list giving the information which you requested 
in your letter of October 7, 1954. 
Very truly yours, 
Epwtn A. G. Strva, 
Auditor, County of Hawaii. 


Number of employees who have authorized deductions for payment of dues to 
the United Public Workers, by departments, as of Sept. 30, 1954 


Department of Public Works—Engineers : 
Street painting 


Municipal golf course 
Road: 

South Hilo 

Puna 


N. and 8S. Kona 
N. and 8. Kohala 


Hilo Memorial Hospital 
Puumaile Hospital 
Kohala Hospital 
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Mr. SterHenson. But in terms of your question, Mr. Morris, as to 
whether the Communists here are gaining or losing strength, as far 
as the United Public Workers is concerned, they have gotten stronger, 
and they have also gotten more contemptuous. I would like to make 
this observation, that in the general layman’s sense of the term, there 
has been a lot of “contempt” expressed for this committee in its pres- 
ence. I will illustrate that. 

Senator Warxrns. I think the committee is aware of the contempt 
that has been expressed here. 

Mr. Sreruenson. I wanted to say, Senator—— 

Senator Warxrns. It would be interesting to get the point of view 
of some other person. I have noted it as it has gone on, but we are 
not the Ra whenidi cine body. When, for instance, a witness refuses to 
answer after the chairman has ruled that this objection is not good, and 
he is directed to answer, they do not reply. I had a young person last 
night—he had been attending the hearings—ask me, he said, “Senator, 
why don’t you do something about it? When you order them to do it, 
and they don’t do it, why do you go through that if you don’t intend 
to make them do it?” Well, of course, as lawyers know, that procedure 
is for the purpose of the record. So that we can recommend contempt 
proceedings, prosecution for contempt of the Senate committee, the 
chairman has to order the witness to answer after it has been called 
te his attention. We can’t bodily force them to answer. But the 
witness incurs the possibility of a prosecution after the chairman spe- 
cifically directs him to answer the question—after the ruling has been 
made that the objection is not good and that he should answer, and 
he is directed and ordered to answer. 

Now, we’re just a committee. We don’t have any enforcing power. 
It has to be done by the executive when it comes to prosecution, and 
all that sort of thing. The witness runs that risk. But as a matter 
of procedure and for the purpose of building the proper kind of a 
record, we have to take that procedure. We have to take that stand. 

I wanted to say that publicly so the people here would understand 
that that is not an idle aie There may be prosecutions under it 
and there may not be after the record is examined by the lawyers to 
see whether or ‘not a crime or contempt has actually in committed. 
It may be that we are wrong in our decision. But at least we have to 
make the record as we go along. And that’s why that’s done, and be- 
cause we don’t have any enforcement powers we can’t physically force 
them to answer or send them to jail right now because they don’t 
answer. We cite them for contempt. It lies with the executive de- 
partment first to bring the prosecution, and the judicial department 
will determine whether or not they have been guilty. In other words, 
we are not trying to take on the executive ae nor the judicial pow- 
ers. We oniby have legislative powers. It is a long cumbersome ma- 
chinery but it has worked for a good many years. At least we’re alive 
and the strongest Nation in the world and we wouldn’t want to change 
it. We might get rid of a few defects that appear now and then, 
but we wouldn’t want to cha nerally that system. 

Mr. STerHEnson. Senator, 1 idn’t mean to create a false impres- 


sion by suggesting the committee should do anything. 
kd into this uestion of Communist control and discipline, 
and that’s why I said “in the layman’s sense of the term.” The exam- 
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ple is this. You have a witness come in here and refuse to answer 
the question as to whether he works for the Honolulu Record. And 
yet he so testified in a civil court in the Territory a couple of months 
ago; he was called as a witness in a civil trial and he identified himself 
as a reporter for the Honolulu Record. But when he comes over 
here—and there is a calculated resistance to the inquiry of this com- 
mittee—he then invokes the fifth amendment. Asa lawyer, I wouldn’t 
say that he didn’t have the right to. I know of his appearance in an- 
other tribunal and his answering the question does not constitute a 
waiver of his right to invoke the privilege here, but it does show, to 
my mind, a certain discipline that these people are operating under. 

e case in which this man appeared as a witness was a nonideological 
matter. The Communist issue wasn’t involved. But that man must 
know that a record is made of his testimony, so if he is really in fear 
of self-incrimination he knows that the record has been made. But 
no, he comes before this committee, and as part of the hostility, the 
studied and premeditated contempt that has been generated in this 
community from three main sources, the ILWU, the UPW, and the 
Honolulu Record, a different performance is made before this com- 
mittee. 

Senator Warxtns. What in effect I get, the impression, what you 
are saying is that he actually shows a contempt although it may not be 
a legal contempt. 

r. SrepHenson. Yes, sir. That’s why I said “in the layman’s 
sense of the term” he was contemptuous. 

Senator Watkins. There isn’t any doubt about that. The people 
who sat here and listened, I know they get that impression immediate- 
ly. “Why, look at the contempt they show. They don’t pay any at- 
tention to what you tell them.” 

Mr. son. Of course, the obvious conclusion to be drawn 
from some of the facts that I have outlined, in my mind, is that there 
is a continuing Communist conspiracy. Otherwise, how do you ex- 
plain these things? 

Senator Wartxrns. Well, the overall picture of what has happened 
here has convinced me that there is such a continuing conspiracy, and 
the very fact that every one of them comes along and takes the same 
identical position, is represented by the same counsel, and all that sort 
of thing, while they have a legal right to do it, yet to me there is a 
convineing position shown and a situation shown which indicates 
very strongly that it is the result of a conspiracy. : 

Mr. Morris. Mr. penuneese you were going to make some legis- 
lative recommendation for us, based on your experience with the com- 
mission. 

Mr. Sreprenson. I apologize for the fact that I haven’t gone into 
this too thoroughly. Mr. Morris suggested yesterday that you might 
be interested, and I Be last night ran pay wr a few notes. 
Some of these are s y recommendations that our own com- 
mission has made to our own legislature. One that I think the Con- 
gress should be particularly interested in, I think will be a 
by you gentlemen because of the Abram Flaxer case. I think the 

overnment has a responsibility to the people to protect the Gov- 
ernment against infiltration. And you have a very odd situation, that 
under the Federal employees loyalty program, as well as under the 
Territorial, a similar program, that every last employee, be he one 
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having access to sensitive materials or be he the janitor in this build- 


ing or in the post office, is subject to a rather extensive loyalty 
procedure. 


Senator Warxins. We have that now. 

Mr. Sreruenson. Yes, sir. But a group of these employees can 
band together for their common g Pero let’s say, and they 
happen to get attached to a person like Abram Flaxer or Henry Ep- 
stein, who is articulate, and he can represent them. Now, he is not 
subject to any loyalty procedure. In other words, if you as, let’s say, 
a department head in the executive branch of the Government, were 
confronted by a request for an interview from one of your probationary 
employees, and he hasn’t gone through the loyalty procedure, you 
could say, “Here, look. I don’t have to deal with you. You’re not 
even a qualified employee of the Government.” But you can’t tell that 
to Abram Flaxer. 

The Communists can run any sort of bunch of agents they want into 
these unions. And until we do something about requiring those who 
represent public employees to be subjected to the same loyalty stand- 
ards as the employees that they represent we are not only being foolish 
but we’re being unfair and discriminatory to our own public workers 
themselves. 

Senator Watkins. Sounds like there is merit to that suggestion. 

Mr. Sreruenson. We suggested such a statute to our eae 
here, pointing out this interesting bifurcation. You have this great 
mass of public workers over here, who aren’t Communists, they aren’t 
Communist ee members, and also do not have much time to de- 
vote to union affairs, they’re ot full-time for a living, they 

and, you have a paid full-time 


meet once a month maybe; on the other 

office staff and they’re all Communists. 

Now, the boys who are working for the Government, who have gone 

through the loyalty procedures, are over here, and these fellows, who 

are oe the damage and ultimately hurting their own workers, are 
from any in 


insula: roe because they say, “We’re not public em- 
ployees ; we don’t have to fill out that questionnaire.” 

I think it isa very simple proposition. 
Mr. Morris. Any other legislative recommendations, Mr. Stephen- 
son ¢ 

Mr. Srzepnenson. To make that enforceable, we pointed out to our 
legislature, however, we didn’t advocate criminal action, but we did 
say this: That if the leaders of public workers’ unions or other 
organizations refuse to qualify under statute ere then to show 
their loyalty as much as the workers they represent, then no depart- 
ment or officer of Government shall bargain or receive in any way 
representatives of that union. And, secondly, that upon the non- 
compliance of that union’s officers being established in due process, 
notification should be given to the members, and it is thereafter un- 
lawful for them to be or remain or become a member of that organiza- 
tion whose officials are not qualified; not subject to criminal penalty 
but to dismissal. 

Now those are the possible approaches to that problem. 

oar Jounston. Why do you stop without making it a criminal 
offense 

Mr. Srepnenson. You make it a ground for dismissal, Senator. 
That’s my own feeling. 
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Senator Warxxuys. In other words, you put some of the responsibil- 
ity on the members of the unions themselves to see to it that they are 
properly officered ? 

r. SrepHenson. That’s correct. 

Senator Warxins. Rather than the Government trying to do it all 
for them. 

Mr. SrerHenson. Exactly. 

Senator Warxrns. And if they know that they might possibly be 
discharged if they don’t have the proper leadership, why, then, they’re 
going to get busy and take care of it. 

Mr. Srernenson. Yes, sir. And I can assure you that I am per- 
sonally going to see what I can do at our next legislature to have seri- 
ous consideration given to this proposal on a local level, 

Senator Jounston. What would be the objection, as to the other 
man outside of the Government, who is not a Government employee, 
making him subject to a criminal offense? 

Mr. Sere That’s one approach. 

Senator Jounsron. I think personally that’s the man we ought to 
op SAR on. 

r. StepHEeNsoN. We weren’t speaking for our commission report. 
We weren’t urging punitive penal action, but it is certainly constitu- 
tional to do so. 

Senator Jounston. We will take a 2-minute recess. 

A short recess was taken.) 

Senator Jounsron. Proceed. 

Mr. Sreruenson. I think the next statutory area in which some 
good for the Territory of Hawaii can be done is that with reference 
to the power of the President to act as President Eisenhower did very 
recently in the east coast dock strike. 

Now, as I understand it, 1 haven’t researched the statute, but as I 
understand it, there must be a finding by the fact-finding board of a 
national emergency before the President can send the Attorney Gen- 
eral into court and ask for an injunction and get, I think it is, 80 
days injunction to provide for a cooling-off period. 

e have run up against the proposition starting in 1949 that a com- 
plete tieup out here isn’t a national emergency. Now, that is a matter 
of definition. I happen to—— 

Senator Warxrns. I have always been in the position of disagree- 
ment with that interpretation, that conclusion. I think it is. From 
what has already been said here, about the strategic location and the 
importance to the country, it seems to me it is a national emergency. 
I never agreed with that conclusion. 

Mr. Sreruenson. At least, Senator, those who would have to act 
have taken that position. So I think, by a very minor change in the 
statute, there would be no problem in taking Hawaii aside and saying, 
“Here is an area that has no alternative means of communication.” 
And I’m going to illustrate that. If Harry Bridges pulls out all of 
the longshoremen in the San Francisco bay area, the people in San 
Francisco aren’t going to starve. There are still railroads running, 
there are the great interstate buses; you can hop in your own car and 
drive 50 miles to the beautiful truck-farm area down around San Jose. 
In other words, they have all kinds of means of serving themselves. 

We get the same strike out here and those alternatives hardly exist. 
We have a certain amount of local production of foodstuffs but it is 
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not sufficient to feed the people of this Territory. And there’s no 
reason why insular areas cannot be put in a special category for very 
special purposes. 

The thought has been expressed that that would derogate from our 
drive for statehood. Well, I don’t think it does, any more than paying 
Federal workers out here a differential based on the higher cost of 
living has anything to do with statehood. It is a recognition that 
because of our insular, isolated position, there are special circumstances 
that must be treated other than the way we treat them on the mainland. 

Senator Warxins. Now that we have local support for amendments 
such as you suggest, will the people here say: “We think it might 
interfere with statehood and we don’t want it done” ? 

Mr. Stepnenson. No, I don’t think it would be that great, but that 
would be one of the passing observations, that within the concept of 
the dedicated prostatehood advocate, he wants to have no discrimina- 
tion, no differentiation between the laws of the United States applying 
to the State of Utah or the proposed State of Hawaii. We are going 
to be all equal. So that I don’t think, when you actually brought it 
down to an issue, that there would be any opposition there to it. 

Certainly, the ILWU would oppose it with great force. Industry’s 
position is not known to me. 

Now, the second thing, on the Taft-Hartley Act, I think something 
can be done about improving the so-called non-Communist affidavit, 
as I see it. The Government is presented with a very large task when 
you have a Communist union leader, like Ben Gold, whose statement 
I remember reading in the Daily Worker, who proclaimed his long 


membership in the party, he has been a member since 1919, or some- 


thing like that, and now to help his union, he was going to resign 
from the Communist Party in order to make the Taft-Hartley non- 
Communist affidavit. “But,” he said, “I still believe in all the things 
that the Communists believe in.” You have got the problem of what 
is called tactical disaffiliation from the party. When it suits their 
purposes and it is required for some other purposes, they resign from 
the party. 

Saher Warxrns. That’s right in line with Communist policy over 
the years. : 

Mr. SterHensen. Yes. 

Senator Warxins. If they are pushed at one area, they retreat a 
while and then come back. That’s in the broad field of world strategy. 

Mr. SrerHenson. Now I say that if its relevant—— 

Senator Jounston. To illustrate that pont, we’ve had witnesses in 
other places come before the committee and they will tell you, they 
testify, and they hide behind the fifth amendment up until maybe day 
before yesterday, and then they say “No, I am not a Communist now.” 
They will answer that way. But they refuse to answer maybe the day 
before that. 

Senator Warxrns. I think that your suggestions that you have just 
made, all of them in fact, have merit. I personally will state to you 
now, and to the people here, that I intend to go into them very care- 
fully, and if my preliminary impressions are finally confirmed by 
more mature saldaeestion, I certainly intend personally to try to do . 
something about it. 

Mr. Srepnenson. There is one more I think can be used to great ad- 
vantage. And that is the taxation approach. We al] know that 
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unions get exemption from taxation; their dues are not considered 
taxable income. But I think itis high time that some standards were 
set that would establish the qualification or nonqualification of a union 
to receive dues and to remain in a nontaxable status. In other words, 
if you have a union like the ILWU, that is using its funds, its dues 
collected from members, to disseminate Communist propaganda, to 
donate to Communist fronts on the mainland, to assist the defense of 
indicted Communists on the mainland, who aren’t members of the 
ILWU even, and the manifold activities of an improper nature to 
which their funds are put, then I say it is not only wrong but it is 
immoral to allow them to continue. If they want that tax exemption, 
then they should be made to refrain from using those funds for sub- 
versive purposes. If they want to pay taxes as a corporation on their 
dues, they would have to double their dues in order to raise enough 
money after taxes to have the money they now spend, and that would 
put the issue squarely up to the men who are paying the bill. 

Senator Jounston. In cther words, your statement amounts to this. 
You don’t think the Government of the United States should furnish 
the money for them to carry on their Communist organizations? 

Mr. Srepuenson. That’s correct. It is just like the tal law, 
Senator. If we have a good American student up at the University 
of Hawaii who writes a treatise and he wants to send it to a publisher 
on the mainland, he pays first-class mail on that material, and there’s 
no way to get around it. And yet we allow Communist propaganda 
to be distributed through the mails, carried at a much cheaper rate. It 
is just one of those paradoxes that we haven’t gotten around to 
straightening out yet. 

Senator Jonnston. Don’t you think we should probably go a step 
further and take away from each individual worker his rights under 
the Labor Relations Act if he is a member of an organization that’s 
Communist-controlled ? 

Mr. Srernenson. That’s a good idea. 

Mr. Morris.~ Mr. Stephenson, I would like to ask you about one thing 
that possibly bears on a recommendation. 

The statute of limitations, most of our laws having to do with 
punishment of Communists, very often are of short duration, 3 to 5 
years being short duration. This subcommittee has found, and I am 
going to ask you if you have found the same thing in this Territorial 
commission, that very often it takes about 3 to 5 years, certainly 2 to 5 
years, to make an ex-Communist, that is, for somebody to become so 
emotionally disentangled from the Communist organization that he is 
able to see the situation clearly enough that he will talk to you frankly 
and candidly. Now, we’ve had witnesses say that when they first broke 
with the Communist Party they were stunned for a period, they were 
confused. After a year or so passes, they begin to talk to people who 
are not Communists, and then after the passage of a few more years 
they’re able to come forward and talk to a body such as your Terri- 
torial commission or a committee such as the Internal Security Sub- 
committee. And therefore, for the first time, we’re able to get first- 
hand evidence about Communist Party membership. 

Now, because of the passage of time—it is so understandable, realiz- 
ing we are all human beings—we find that the evidence, when we are 
first able to get it, is 3 or 4 yearsold. Therefore, if we are considering 
taking action, allowing the executive branch of the Government to 
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take action or a local prosecutor to take action, we find that, at a very 
minimum, our evidence is 3 or 4 years old. Now, operating against a 
short statute, the situation becomes pretty nearly hopeless. 

Now, do you find that, when the Commauanots are breaking away from 
the organization, they go through some kind of a transition such as 
what I have just outlined to you, Mr. Stephenson ? 

Mr. Sreruenson. Very definitely. I have worked with Communists 
and ex-Communists before and after the war, and I know a little bit 
about them. I am not thinking of the type of fellow who testified a 
few years ago here that he didn’t know communism from beans. I am 
not speaking of 1 of our public officials 1 time here who said he didn’t 
know communism from rheumatism. I am talking about the Com- 
munist who has been instructed in the principles of Marxism, Lenin- 
ism, Stalinism, and the practical application of those in whatever his 
mission in the community may be. The fellow who has become an 
accomplished Marxist has a difficult problem of unwinding his twisted 
mind and, for a long period of time, he will act, without consciously 
attempting to do so, he will react still as a Marxist. He has got to be 
purged psychologically. 

So that the type of individual I am speaking of—call him an intel- 
lectual—is the fellow who is most likely to be able to aid you in a 
prosecution or discovery of the facts of the conspiracy, rather than the 
man far down on the wage scale, who is in the party just as a rank-and- 
filer paying some dues. 

my Own experience, personal experience, with a number of well- 
doctrinated Communists has been that it takes them quite a few years. 

I might add: A compounding factor in this community is that, if the 
Communist concerned Laaiie thie Communist Party but still retains 
the position in the union, then he remains subject to a discipline, which 
makes it ‘even more difficult for him to finally come around. In other 
words, we have had a situation out here where you have a parallel ap- 
paratus. You have had a Communist apparatus and you’ve had most 
of that apparatus paralleleled in the structure of union organization. 
So that, if a man who is in both capacities leaves the Communist Party, 
for whatever cause, he might have been expelled or he might have 
stopped paying dues, or something else, but he still wants to work for 
the union, and the men running the union were his former superiors in 
the Communist Party, you can see he has to accept a certain amount 
of extracurricular discipline or he can’t hold his job. So it is a very 
difficult problem. And, answering the question, { would be in favor 
of seeing these statutes of limitations lengthened. We have no statute 
of limitations on murder and there is none on treason. 

r Warxrns. It is in the nature of treason and I think that we 
could extend them, we can go to a large d in the extension of those 
statutes, without taking away any essential rights of the American 


. SterHenson. I y 
Senater Warxtns. No innocent person would be actually hurt by 
ing longer statutes of limitation. i 
j gis. Mr Chairman, in concluding, I would like to mention 
here that there are before the subcommittee severa] Soke nee 
think it runs almost to a score, of people who would 1i 


’ e to come for- 
ward and testify. Now, what I’ve done, Senator, is try to select the 


people whose evidence and information not only is competent to the 
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present inquiry but within the scope of the inquiry, which can be sup- 
ported by facts and information. 

Now, Senator Eastland, before he left, said that we should kee 
the subject open; that as people come forward, as we can talk with 
them and discuss things with them, to get more evidence to have fur- 
ther hearings, that we should doso. 

To date we have called in public testimony 30 witnesses, Twenty of 
those are people whom our evidence indicates have been Communists, 
when asked about that evidence they’ve claimed privilege under the 
fifth amendment. One of the witnesses subpenaed, about whom we 
had evidence of Communist Party membership had a doctor’s certifi- 
cate and was excused. At least t others whom we had subpenaed 
have come forward and testified fully and received the commenda- 
tion of the committee, in executive session. 

Now, we have also called in public testimony eight prominent citi- 
zens of the islands here, who have given us very valuable testimony. 
We have also the testimony of Mr. Fishman and the testimony of Mr. 
Mandel, our research director. Now, as I say, Senator, it is very diffi- 
cult—some of the witnesses who have asked to testify have become im- 
portunate about it. There is one man comes to the office every day and 
says “When are you going to put me on?” 

ow, Senators, I have done the best to screen it out, what I think is 
appropriate for the record. And as I say, if something develops, if 
somebody does produce evidence or information valuable to the in- 
quiry, Senator Eastland has said we should by all means keep the 
record open for such testimony. 

Senator Warxtns. May I make a suggestion? That those le 
who think they have information or statements that would id, thet 
they prepare those and send them to us in Washington and let us go 
over them, and if they are really helpful, and the committee so deter- 
mines, they can be made a part of the record. 

Senator Jounston. That will beso ruled. 

Senator Watkins. But obviously, we couldn’t stay here, because 
we have a lot of other duties, too, this is not the only committee we 
serve on, we serve on 3 or 4, so we can’t hear everybody who wants to 
talk about this matter. 

Mr. Morris. That’s the problem, Senator. 

Senator Jounsron,. I would like to say further, along that line, it is 
impossible to hear everyone that may want to onions. We only can 
come here and hear enough witnesses to be convinced of a pattern of 
what is going on here in this island and your other islands. Then, 
as you further know, we are a legislative body, not a judicial body or 
an executive body. We can go after we have found the informa- 
tion, and pass whatever necessary laws we think should be passed in 
order to tighten up on the situation and help out in whatever prob- 
lem, or try to wipe out a problem, that we might find. That is our duty 
as a committee. 

We have had enone Teenaans here, I think, to convince not onl 
us but every person has been here da in aindloding gates tpteenile 
a conclusion in regard to the matter, and to find out some of the troubles 
here on this island. I can assure you, as acting chairman, that it will 
be our endeavor when we go Soak to try to do something about the 
situation. 
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Now, then, in closing this hearing, I want to thank the Governor 

Senator Warktns. Before you do close the hearing, may I make an 
observation ? 

Senator Jounston. Yes,sir. I was just going to thank some people. 

Senator Warxins. I want to do that because I have got to leave; 
I have an appointment over there. 

Senator Jonnston. You go ahead. 

Senator Warxins. And I have got a deadline. 

I want to join with the chairman in the statement he just made. 
And I want to say that I think these hearings have been very pro- 
ductive; they have been well worth while, and no apologies whatso- 
ever are due for the action of the committee in coming here and in the 
hearings as conducted. 

I think all the people who will analyze this record, what has taken 
place here, will agree that—all fairminded people will agree that 
what we have done here has been well worth whatever it has cost to 
do, and I think it will be productive of some very helpful legislation 
and a better climate out here with respect to this conspiracy of the 
Communists, 

T personally want to thank the people of the islands, those who have 
been connected with the hearing in any way, for the very courteous and 
very hospitable treatment I have received. 

May I be excused now ? 

Senator Jonnston. Speaking for the whole committee, I wish to 
thank at this time Governor Samuel Wilder King for the assistance 
and aid that he has given the committee since we have been here; also 
Farrant L. Turner, secretary of your islands here, we wish to thank 
you; and the witness that is now on the witness stand, William B. 
Stephenson, chairman of the Territorial Commission on Subversive 
Activities, we wish to thank him for this information and the aid and 
assistance on the side that he has given us since we have been here; and 
also the executive director, Theodore Emanuel, for his assistance. 

Now, I think the chief of police here, Dan Liu, is doing a wonder- 
ful job, and he has been very nice to each and every one of us, and 
especially me. I have been out with him on several occasions, and I 
think that you have a wonderful policeman here and he has done a 
wonderful job. 

Then, too, Louis B. Blissard, United States attorney, we wish to 
Se him; he has been giving us on the side very useful assistance out 

ere, 

Mr. Thomas R. Clark, the United States marshal, and his whole staff 
has been working with us. So you see it is just not the subcommittee 
representatives who have been working, but we’ve had a lot of assist- 
ance and help. 

We want to thank Chief Justice Rice, Justice Stainback, and Justice 
Marumoto for their assistance. 

Then, also, the Armed Forces. We want to thank Adm. Felix B. 
Stump and the U.S. Navy and the officers and the men; they have been 
working diligently with us ever since we’ve been here. 

Pheaatae, the people ene island, I’ve never been treated any 
better than I’ve been treated by the people of your island here. And 


r have a lovely island. This is the a island I’ve been on, E-haven’t 


ad occasion to go over to the others, but I have enjoyed seeing the 
beauty of the island and the way that the people have treated us. 
72723—57—pt. 41-8 
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Then, also, the Department of Justice. We've had them here with 
us, too, I think, as observers, and I want to thank them for coming 
here and listening in. Mr. Warren L, Littman is with the Department 
of Justice and has been sitting in here listening to us and also helping 
and aiding us with a lot of records. We have a lot of records that a 
lot of people do not know anything about, Government records, and 
they give us some information on where to go and what to do occa- 
sionally. 

So you can readily see that this committee will go back to Washing- 
ton with a great deal of information concerning what is taking place 
on your lovely islands. 

So my last thought is may God be with you and may we keep this 
island and the United States as clear as possible of communism and 
keep our American way of life. That’s what I want and I’m satisfied 
that 99 percent of the people here on this island believe as I do, and 
e = only a small minority that is being misled by the communistic 
eaders. 

I would like to also thank Mrs. Farrington. I couldn’t forget her 
for she was my righthand lady at one of our dinners the other night. 
And another thing, she also has a son that married, I believe, a girl 
from South Carolina. I couldn’t forget that. So we certainly appre- 
ciate all the courtesies that you have given this committee. 

And the press and radio. We don’t want to forget the press and 
radio for they disseminate the information throughout the islands 
and throughout the world, so to speak. You have done a wonderful 
job since we’ve been here and we wish to thank you for that wonderful 
editorial this morning, it was just great. 

Mr. Morris. Senator, I would hke to commend with great particu- 
larity the press, the radio, and the television, and all those people who 
have cooperated, they have worked in a great way. And when I say 
that, I don’t mean to say that everyone else hasn’t either, because the 
Territorial commission and the Governor’s staff, it has just been won- 
derful the cooperation we have received at staff ievel. And I would 
like to reemphasize everything that you’ve said. 

(Prolonged applause, 

Mr. Morris. Senator Johnston says “Aloha.” 

Senator Jounston. The hearing is adjourned. 

(Whereupon, at 12:10 p. m., mber 6, 1956, the hearing was 
ge ei 

(The following material was later ordered printed in the record at 
this point :) 

Mr. Manpet. On December 3, 1956, Mr. Newton Kunio Miyagi, 
Secretary-Treasurer of Local 142 of the ILWU, testified in Executive 
session as follows: 

Mr. Morris. Has the ILWU any present direct or indirect relations with the 
World Federation of Trade Unions? 

Mr. Mryaet. Same Answer. (Refusal on the basis of the fifth amendment.) 


Mr. Morris. Has the ILWU ever paid money or dues to the WFTU? 
Mr. Mryact. Same answer. 


In an article entitled “Why the CIO Bowed Out” appearing in the 
Saturday Evening Post for June 11, 1949, James B. Carey, at that 
time Secretary-Treasurer of the CIO, stated : 


The CIO was under no illusions when, in February 1945, we took the mo- 
mentous step of participating in organization of the World Federation of Trade 
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Unions. We knew that Soviet Russia and her satellites were in the WFTU * * * 
Three years and 11 months later, the CIO and the British Trades Union 
Congress, disillusioned and doublecrossed, had to walk off the job. The Dutch 
democratic trade-union organization joined us at the time; Canada and Belgium 
have pulled out since * * * The case history of why the Congress of Industrial 
Organizations quit the WFTU offers further proof that the Communists, despite 
their hypocritical propaganda, are incapable of working for world peace and for 
the welfare of the workingman. They cannot forget their obsession for a Com- 
munist-dominated world * * * What is the future of the international labor 


movement, now that the WFTU, as far as leadership and control are concerned, 
is 100 percent Communist-controlled ? 


In a speech delivered on March 7, 1956, on the occasion of his re- 
ceiving an honorary doctor of laws degree from Long Island Uni- 
versity, George Meany, president of the AFL-CIO, referred to the— 


Kremlin-controlled World Federation of Trade Unions which we of world free 


labor consider the most dangerous spearhead of the international Communist 
conspiracy. 


In an article appearing in the Honolulu Star-Bulletin on March 17, 
1947, reference is made to the arrival of Louis Saillant, Executive 
Secretary of the World Federation of Trade Unions, at Honolulu 


en route to Tokyo. The article states he was met at the airport by 
Jack Hall, Robert McElrath, and others. 


The report of the proceedings of the Second World Trade Union 
Yongress, World Federation of Trade Unions, held June 29—July 9, 
1949, at Milan, Italy, makes the following statement on page 370: 


On July 15, at Marseille, we shall found the trade department of port workers 
and dockers; on that occasion we shall welcome the American dockers of the 
Pacific coast who, in spite of the pressure exercised upon them, at the time of 
the recent CIO Congress remain faithful to the WFTU. 


The Dispatcher of August 5, 1949, official organ of the International 
Longshoremen’s and Warehousemen’s Union, states as follows: 


MARSELLE, FRANCE * * * Representatives from the world’s leading maritime 
countries met here July 15-18 and set up the new Seamen’s, Docker’s Inland 
Waterways and Allied Worker’s Trade Unions International WFTU (Maritime 
Federation of the World) and elected ILWU president Harry Bridges to head 
the organization * * * Louis Goldblatt, ILWU Secretary-Treasurer, battling for 
Bridges who was refused permission to leave the country by Attorney General 
Tom Clark, and John Maletta, Local 19, member of the International Executive 
Board, attended for the ILWU * * * At the same time the maritime body con- 
demned the action of Attorney General Clark in prohibiting Bridges from leav- 
ing the country to attend the conference * * * Meetings of the conference which 
opened on July 15 were chaired in rotation by Eliot Elliott, Secretary of the 
Seamen’s Union of Australia; D. Kleinsma, Chairman of the General Transport 
Union of Holland; M. de Stefano, General Secretary of the Italian Federation 
of Port Workers; A. Gruenais, General Secretary of the National Federation of 
Maritime Trade Unions of France; A. S. Budanov, President of the Central 
Committee of Trade Unions of Sea Transport of the USSR, and Goidblatt. 


The Daily People’s World of July 13, 1950, page 4, official. West 
Coast organ of the Communist Party, USA, states : 


Paris, July 12 (ALN).—The World Federation of Trade Unions has appealed 
to all its members to organize popular demonstrations demanding the immediate 
withdrawal of American Armed Forces from Korea.... The WFTU calls 
on all affiliated organizations to take, as far as national conditions allow, all 
immediate and dispensable action to defeat the diabolical plans of the warmongers 
and to support their brother unionists in Korea who are fighting alongside the 
whole Korean people for the liberation of their country. 
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The Dispatcher of July 21, 1950, page 8, official organ of the ILWU, 
states: 


Marseille, France—The Maritime Federation of the World, a trade department 
of the World Federation of Trade Unions, has been reorganized with a newly 
constituted executive board into the Maritime and Port Workers Trade Union 
International. ILWU President Harry Bridges has been named honorary presi- 
dent of the newly constituted department. A Dutch trade union leader heads 
the organization and M. Baudin of France is the general secretary. The de- 
partment was originally established at a conference held in Marseille in July 1949. 


The Longshore Bulletin for July 21, 1950, published by Local 10, 
ILWU, in San Francisco, published the following resolution which 
was adopted unanimously by the Walking Bosses of Local 91: 


Whereas Local 91 of the International Longshoremen’s & Warehousemen’s 
Union has endorsed the action as taken by President Truman and the United 
Nations in the present crisis in Korean and the Far East; and 

Whereas Loca! 91 has pledged—without reservation, full support and co- 
operation in the supervision of the loading of any and all cargoes and ships 
regardless of destination; and 

Whereas The World Federation of Trade Unions had issued orders to all of 
its affiliates and officers to do their utmost to sabotage and delay in all ways 
the program of the United States, and the United Nations in this struggle: and 

Whereas The Mariime Federation of the World and its officers would be one 
of the main cogs in the machinery of sabotage and delay as called for by the 
World Federation of Trade Unions: therefore, be it 

Resolved, That Local 91, of the International Longshoremen’s and Warehouse- 
men’s Union, in meeting assembled this 17th day of July 1950, hereby goes on 
record demanding that Harry R. Bridges immediately resign, either his office 
as President of the Maritime Federation of the World, or his office as President 
of the International Longshoremen’s and Warehousemen’s Union: and be it 
further 

Resolved, That the International Office of the International Longshoremen’s 
and Warehousemen’s Union stand instructed to get behind the program of the 
President of the United States and the United Nations; and be it finally 

ResoWwed, That copies of this resolution be sent to all ILWU locals with 
a request for adoption. 

y submitted. 
(Signed) 
‘ RatPpH MALLEN. 


The following statement appears in the Longshore Bulletin for 
July 28, 1950, published by Local 10, San Francisco: 


After reading the minutes of the last membership meeting, the question was 
raised as to what would be voted upon at the coming referendum vote for dele- 
gates to the longshore caucus in Local 10. 

President Sandin ruled that in addition to electing 10 delegates, the member- 
ship will vote on whether or not Bridges should resign as honorary President of 
the WFTU Maritime department. (The World Federation of Trade Unions on 
July 12, in Paris, ordered all affiliates to sabotage the American war effort in 
Korea.) 

A motion was made by James Kearney that we also vote at the coming election 
on whether the membership is in favor of dropping our fraternal affiliation with 
the WFTU. After considerable discussion, it was decided to refer the question 
to the coming caucus for a coastwise vote. 


The Dispatcher of August 11, 1950, page 3. quotes the following 
statement of Harry Bridges, president of the ILWU : 


The position of our union should be understood * * * (the ILWU is a mari- 
time union and when our members are) on strike they wil! take help from any 
source, and if it is a question of communist or others, in Australia, Great Britain, 
Russia, France, or anywhere else in the world, when we send out a call for help, 
we don’t say, “Just accept this call if you are not a Communist union,” we send 
it out and we hope for the best. That is true of my membership and that is the 
way we work, and that is all we are after * * * 
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Our concern with the WFTU is a very simple one * * * As far as I am con- 
cerned, and again this is my personal viewpoint—it is what I feel and it is what 
my experience has taught me—the union on the waterfront won't live without the 
support of the unions affiliated to the WFTU; that is, union longshoremen in 
other countries * * * 


In the issue of World Trade Union Movement for January 16-31, 
1952, published in Chinese, English, French, German, Japanese, Ru- 
manian, Russian, and Spanish, appears an article by John Wolfard 
praising the ILWU in comparison with the Internal Longshoremen’s 
Association (AFL). 

The Dispatcher of September 1, 1950, page 5, official organ of the 
TILWU, states: 


North Bend, Oreg.—The longshore ships clerks and walking boss division of 
the ILWU has severed connections with the Maritime Federation of the World 
and the World Federation of Trade Unions * * *. The resolution adopted by 
the caucus was submitted by local 13 of San Pedro. As amended from the floor 
and adopted the resolution said: 

“Whereas the World Federation of Trade Unions issued an appeal on July 5, 
1950, and its Trade Department, the Maritime Federation of the World, on July 
11, 1950, issued a directive calling upon their friends and affiliates to pass reso- 
lutions, petitions, demonstrate, and take all possible action to defeat the United 
States and the United Nations action in Korea ; and 

“Whereas the technical matter of affiliation or nonaffiliation has not been 
acted upon by the membership, but in the eyes of American labor, and the Gov- 
ernment and public we are associated with and therefore affiliated with the 
WFTU and the MF'W: Therefore be it. 

Resolwed, That, we sever our connections with the WFTU and MFW.” 


In the World Trade Union Movement for August 1954, official organ 
of the WFTU, beginning on page 25, is an article by Jack W. Hall, 
ional director in Hawaii of the International Longshoremen’s and 


Warehousemen’s Union, entitled “From Feudal Oppression to Hu- 
man Dignity.” _ A foreword to the article states: 
This experience shows the correctness of the policy which has been formulated 


and followed by ‘the ILWU for 20 years—which is also the policy which the 
WFTU has followed since its foundation. 


In the World Trade Union Movement for September 1954, official 
organ of the WFTU, pages 24 and 25, appears a letter signed by 
Harry Bridges entitled “A Fifth Trial for Harry Bridges.” <A fore- 
word says: 


Even more powerful international) solidarity must the the reply to the moving 
letter from Harry Bridges to the WFTU, which we publish below. 


The letter makes the following statements : 


The fact is that since the 1934 victorious west coast maritime and San 
Francisco general strikes, led by the longshoremen of the ILWU, there have been 
innumerable +s 

There is no question that the t administration is keenly aware of the 
international implications of another “Bridges case.” This perpetual harassment 
of a trade union and of its elected officials makes a mockery of the democratic 
Claims being broadcast by the United States throughout the world today. And, 
not only are men and women of foreign lands made skeptical of United States 
claims to “democratié leadership of the world” as the result of this case, but 
similar disillusionment exists even within the United States itself * * * 

The jailings and deportations in the United States in 1954 differ little from the 
practices in Fascist and colonial countries * * * This explains the almost 
psychotic alarm with which United States officialdom greeted the news that 21 
soldiers, former prisoners of war in Korea, had decided not to return to the 
United States * * * 

* * * We have no doubt that the working people all over the world will better 
understand the true nature of the rulers of America today if they are permitted 
to hear the truth of the forthcoming proceedings. 
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The ILWU Story. published by the ILWU in December 1955, states 
on pages 86 and 87: 


In 1919, the Seattle longshoremen, backed up by the Pacific coast district of 
the ILA and AFL State Federation of Labor in Washington, refused to handle 
arms for the Allied Expeditionary Forces fighting in Siberia. Consistent with 
their trade union policy of the autonomous right of union organizations to run 
their own affairs, the Seattle longshoremen pointed out that “* * * the settlement 
of all Russia’s affairs, including her form of government, should be left entirely 
to the Russian people themselves, without interference from any source.” * * * 

Thus it was not surprising that when the newly formed World Federation of 
Trade Unions met in San Francisco, at the time of the founding session of the 
United Nations, the ILWU was recognized as the host union for the affair—and 
deservedly so. 

In the first major postwar maritime struggle, that of the committee for mari- 
time unity in 1946, these international fraternal bonds paid off well. When 
President Truman threatened to smash the projected maritime strike with Navy- 
manned vessels and Army longshoremen, the call for help from the ILWU pro- 
duced a worldwide wave of union support. Pledges that these scab cargoes and 
hot ships would rot overseas poured inte the CMU. And the great gains of the 
successful negotiations, without a strike, followed soon after. The support from 
overseas was the turning point in convincing the employers that they’d lose a 
strike. 

The ILWU sugar workers too have cemented their ties with sugar workers 
everywhere. And delegates have gone from the ILWU to the Philippines, to 
Mexico, to Puerto Rico and to Cuba to plan joint action and to pool knowledge 
and information on how best to advance the interests of sugar workers every- 
where. Similarly, sugar union representatives from these areas have journeyed 
to San Francisco to meet and coordinate activities with the ILWU. 


The Dispatcher for August 3, 1956, page 3, carries a photograph 
captioned : 


On San Francisco Visit—ILWU President Harry Bridges and Amado V. Her- 
nandez, Filipino labor leader, are shown here when Hernandez visited ILWU in 
1948 on his way to an international labor conference. The Philippine leader is 


free on bail, pending appeal of his life sentence under a native version of the 
Smith Act. 


The article says that— 


He (Hernandez) spent 14 months in prison before being brought to trial with 10 
other labor leaders for the alleged crime of “conspiring to overthrow the Govern- 
ment.” The other labor leaders got 10-year sentences. 


The executive board of the CIO appointed a committee to investigate 
the International Longshoremen’s and Warehousemen’s Union in 1949 
and this committee made the following finding :* 


Report or Executive Boarp COMMITTEE APPOINTED BY PRESIDENT Mureay To 
INVESTIGATE CHARGES AGAINST THE INTERNATIONAL LONGSHOREMEN’S AND 
WaAREHOUSEMEN’S UNION 


On November 5, 1949, William Steinberg, president of the American Radio 
Association and a member of the CIO executive board, charged that the policies 
and activities of the International Longshoremen’s and Warehousemen’s Union 
(ILWU) are consistently directed toward the achievement of the program or 
the policies of the Communist Party rather than the objectives set forth in the 
constitution of the CIO. The charges were received by the executive board of 
the CIO, and it authorized President Murray to appoint a committee of executive- 
board members to conduct hearings on the charges and to report back to the 
board. President Murray designated O. A. Knight (chairman), James E. Fad- 
ling, and Joseph Fisher as a committee. Notice was duly given to ILWU of the 
filing of the and of the appointment of the committee. Thereafter Mr. 
Fadling advised President Murray that he would be unable to serve on the com- 
mittee, and Mr. Murray appointed Jack Moran to serve on the committee in place 


21Communist Domination of Certain U: Report of the Subcommittee on Labor 
et Relations of the eultiee on Labor — Public Welfare, October 
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of Mr. Fadling. On April 18, 1950, O. A. Knight, as chairman, notified ILWU 
that the hearings on the charges against it would be held in the board room at CIO 
headquarters and would begin on Wednesday, May 17, 1950. He also advised 
ILWU of the substitution of Mr. Moran for Mr. Fadling. 

The committee, as constituted of Mr. Knight, Mr. Fisher, and Mr. Moran, held 
hearings beginning at 11 a. m. on Wednesday, May 17, 1950, and continuing until 
Friday, May 19, at 6:30 p.m. President for ILWU at the hearings were Harry 
Bridges, president of ILWU ; J. R. Robertson, vice president of ILWU ; William 
Glazier, Washington legislative representative of the union, and several ILWU 
executive-board members and local union members. 

Mr. Steinberg, the charging party, made an introductory statement to the 
committee in which he gave the basis for his charges. He then called 4 witnesses. 
Everett Kassalow, associate director of research, CIO, presented detailed anal- 
yses of the policies of the Communist Party and of ILWU, supported by numerous 
documentary exhibits. Michael Quill, president of the Transport Workers Union 
of America and a member of the CIO executive board, and Mr. Hedley Stone, 
secretary-treasurer of the National Maritime Union of America and a member of 
the CIO executive board, testified that Harry Bridges had attended meetings of 
functionaries of the Communist Party and of representatives of Communist-con- 
trolled CIO unions at which the party functionaries announced the policies which 
those present were to follow in their unions and in the CIO. George L. P. 
Weaver, assistant to the secretary-treasurer of CIO, testified as to statements and 
positions taken by Mr. Bridges in meetings of the CIO executive board. 

ILWU was permitted to cross-examine at length all four of the witnesses, as 
well as Mr. Steinberg. ILWU then called 6 witnesses, in addition to Mr. Bridges, 
who testified as to the functioning of ILWU, its constitution, its economic role, 
and its manner of arriving at decisions. Mr. Steinberg was permitted to cross- 
examine the ILWU witnesses. 

In addition, TLWU submitted a 66-page statement and numerous exhibits. 
At the close of the hearings ILWU requested and received from the committee 
permission to file a further statement, and TLWU has filed such a statement. 
The committee has carefully considered both the testimony and documentary 
material submitted at the hearings and the additional documentary material sub- 
mitted by TLWU following the close of the hearing. 


INTRODUCTION 


The Communist Party and its position in the labor movement 


1. The charge made by Mr. Steinberg is that the policy and activities of the 
ILWU are consistently directed to the achievement of the program or the pur- 
poses of the Communist Party rather than the objectives and policies set forth 
in the constitution of the CIO. Before proceeding to a detailed consideration 
of that charge it will, the committee believes, be helpful to review generally the 
nature of the Communist Party and the history of its relations with the trade- 
union movement. 

For many years following the Russian Revolution there was a great deal of 
confusion among liberals in the United States concerning the nature and func- 
tioning of the Soviet system, the world-wide Communist movement, and the 
Communist Parties of the various countries. The Russian Revolution, because 
it overthrew an autocratic, feudal society, initially created a favorable reaction 
among many Americans. 

However, this initial favorable reaction soon became tempered by the realiza- 
tion that the Soviet regime was as harshly autocratic as its predecessor. For 
many of those who remained sympathetic with the Soviets, based upon the false 
hope that time would bring more democratic practices, the signing of the. Stalin- 
Hitler pact in 1939 marked a turning point. Doubts as to the nature of the 
Soviet system and of the Communist Party were, however, again somewhat 
quieted when in 1941 the German armies marched on the Soviet Union. The 
antipathy most Americans had for Hitler and his cohorts was crystallized into 
feelings of sympathy for the Russian people and admiration for their fight against 
the German armies. After the Japanese attack upon the United States on 
December 7, 1941, most of the questions in the minds of the American people 
concerning the nature of the Soviet state and the Communist Party were laid 
aside in the life-and-death struggle against Hitler and the Japanese. Russia 
was our ally. : 

Following the cessation of hostilities, however, the drive of the Soviet Union 
for world power was nakedly displayed, and the true nature of the Communist 
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Party and the Soviet state was more sharply revealed. Today not much con- 
fusion should exist as to the real, in contrast to the apparent, nature of the Soviet 
system and of the Communist Party of the United States. 

2. From a movement which in 1917 purportedly set out to bring a new and 
better life to millions of people, there has emerged a monster, secret-police 
state which negates in every phase of its operation the principles for which it 
was ostensibly founded. Hand in hand with this abandonment of its own stated 
principles has gone unlimited application of the thesis that if the end to be 
achieved is a desirable one any means used in reaching that end are acceptable. 

There exists in the world today a group of highly trained, dedicated, and fanati- 
cal professional revolutionists whose code of morals and standard of values have 
nothing in common with the codes and standards of western civilization. To 
the Communist, a lie is the truth if it serves the purpose of the party. To the 
Communist, murder and robbery are dignified and hallowed acts if performed 
in the name of the ultimate revolution. Subterfuge and evasion are praiseworthy 
if they promote the ends of the party. American Communists, like their counter- 
parts throughout the world, accept on faith the thesis that the Party itself can 
do no wrong. Hence it is impossible for these people unquestioningly to accept 
sharp changes in policy as being not only necessary but completely natural. 

Side by side with this subversion of moral principle, there has developed a 
political concept upon which depends the strategy of the Communist Parties of 
the various countries. That political concept is that the preservation of the 
present regime in the Soviet Union is the basic all-important task for Communists 
throughout the world. Only within this context can the nature of the American 
Communist be understood. 

3. Since the political thesis of the Communist Party depends to a large extent 
upon the seizure of power by the proletariat led by its alleged vanguard, the 
party, control of the trade-union movement has always been a primary objective 
of the Communists. From its inception in the United States attempts have been 
made by the party to infiltrate the labor movement, gain control of its leadership, 
and direct the energies of the unions toward assisting the objective of the Com- 
munist Party to preserve the power of the present ruling group in the Soviet 
Union. Communist have sometimes been able to gain control of American unions 
either by organizing in those areas where organization was sorely needed or by 
utilizing apathy and indifference on the part of union members to gain control 
of existing unions. 

Once the Communists gain control of a union, the union inevitably becomes 
nothing more than a robot-like instrument of the world-wide Communist move- 
ment, with the true econemic and social interests of the workers in the union 
sacrificed to the interests of the foreign policy of the Soviet Union. Thus, when 
it serves the needs of the Soviet Union for American workers to be out on strike, 
the Communist-controlled unions attempt to provoke strikes, to lengthen such 
legitimate strikes as may be taking place, and generally to disrupt the productive 
system. When the foreign policy needs of the Soviet Union require a high degree 
of productivity by American workers, the Communist unions attempt to fulfill the 
need for uninterrupted production by opposing all strikes, establishing speed-up 
committees, and foregoing any economic gains which might require strike action 
in order to be achieved. 

The techniques used by the Communist Party in achieving control of a union 
and in then using the union for its purposes vary according to the nature of the 
industry, the tradition of the union, and the degree to which the union can be 
subjected to rigid control. As these factors change from time to time, the opera- 
tion of the party group within the union (i. e. the “party fraction’) changes to 
meet the new situation. Although the party fraction functions in a highly 
mechanical fashion on the theoretical level, accepting without question the line 
handed down from above, its tactical maneuvering may shift from day to day and 
even from meeting to meeting depending upon the particular needs of the moment. 
Thus, the operation of the party fraction within one union may be completely 
different from that within another union. In all cases, however, the party frac- 
tion in the union acts as a disciplined group and takes the orders of the day 
from the party functionary assigned to or nsible for trade-union work. 

4. What we do about Communists in the labor movement is a question which 
has plagued and beset American unions. On the one hand, because American 
Labor has been in the forefront of the fight for civil liberties it has been ex- 
tremely loath to restrict the liberties of any group operating within the frame- 
work of the unions. On the other hand, the labor movement has learned that 
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unless it adequately protects its unions a small Communist group can gain con- 
trol and subvert the basic policy of the union. 

Political uniformity within the labor movement, as in the rest of our society 
is a highly undesirable and retrogressive concept. Political differences are essen- 
tial to the development of any democratic society. It is, however, equally essen- 
tial to the functioning of the democratic system that political differences be 
openly aired and discussed. People cannot choose intelligently unless they know 
what they are really chcosing. 

No group or individual has the right to come into the labor movement with a 
specific political purpose and then to hide its purpose by deception, evasion, lying, 
and subterfuge in order to mask its true objective. Since that is precisely the 
method of operation of the Communist Party, the CIO has a right to exclude the 
servants of the Soviet Union. 

Moreover, there is no room in the CIO, or in any other voluntary association 
of independent members, for an affiliate whose policies over a period of time con- 
travene and tend to undermine the fundamental objectives of the organization. 
And there can be no doubt about the violent clash between the constitutional 
objectives and policies of the CIO and the program or purposes of the Communist 
Party. The CIO is dedicated to advancing the cause of liberty and the never- 
ending struggle for equality begun by our forefathers; to the end of achieving 
a world of free men and women. The CIO is dedicated to organizing the un- 
organized, to making workers participants in the collective-bargaining process, 
a to securing legislation insuring economic security and the extension of civil 
liberties. 

The Comniunist Party, in contrast, seeks to exploit the workers for the benefit 
of an alien loyalty. The Communist Party speaks in the words of unionism and 
Americanism. But actually it matters not to the Communist Party whether a 
particular policy will advance or hinder the best interests of American labor. . 
Only to the extent that the Soviet line permits will the propaganda mill of the 
Communist Party grind out platforms which are in consonance with the ideals of 
American labor. In event of conflict between the needs of the Soviet Union and 
the best interests of American labor, the former must always prevail. 

Within the CIO there is the greatest freedom for differences of opinion on 
political and trade union matters, so long as those differences stem from an 
honest belief as to what constitutes good trade union policy or the best method 
of promoting the objectives set forth in the CIO constitution. But there is no 
room for differences of opinion when those differences reflect a fundamental 
divergence in basic objectives such as the divergence between the CIO and the 
Communist Party. A voluntary association created to promote certain objec- 
tives is fully entitled to exclude from its midst those who rejected such objectives 
and accept an entirely contrary set of values. 

That is, in essence, the charge which has been made against the ILWU. It is 
charged that the policies and activities of the International Longshoremen’s and 
Warehousemen’s Union, under the international union’s present top leadership, 
are not designed to unite the working men and women of America into labor 
unions for their mutual aid and protection but to unite them for the purpose of 
advancing the interests of the Communist Party. 


FINDINGS 


The testimony, both oral and documentary, at the hearing demonstrates 1n- 
controvertibly, and the committee finds, that the policies and activities of the 
International Longshoremen’s and Warehousemen’s Union, under the leadership 
of its international officers and executive board, have long been and are today 
directed toward the achievement of the program and the policies of the Com- 
munist Party rather than the objectives set forth in the constitution of the CIO. 

The ILWU has consistently and without a single deviation followed the 
sharp turns and swerves of the Communist Party line and has. sacrificed the 
economic and social interests of its membership to thet line. The defense pre- 
sented by Harry Bridges and his fellow officers was an evasion of the real issue 
involved in the trial ; they objected on hypertechnical grounds to the introduction 
of all relevant evidence; introduced extraneous and irrelevant evidence; made 

rted and slanderous attacks upon the witnesses ; and generally evidenced 
a hysterically evasive attitude toward the charges and toward the trial com- 
mittee. ‘ 
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1. Policies of the Communist Party 


Since the charge against the ILWU is that it pursues the program and the 
purposes of the Communist Party, the committee was required to scrutinize the 
policies of that party. The policies of the Communist Party in the United States, 
from the time of the formation of the CIO to the present, can be divided into five 
different periods, each corresponding to a particular phase in the international 
relations of the Soviet Union. 

Collective security and the popular front—The first period extended from 1935, 
shortly after Hitler’s acquisition of power, until the signing of the Russo-German 
Pact in August, 1939. 

When Hitler came into power, the Soviet leaders at first expected his imme- 
diate collapse. It soon became evident, however, that this expectation was 
doomed to disappointment. The Seviet Union thereupon devised a new defensive — 
tactic, by which it hoped to contain Hitler. This tactic was the ‘Peoples’ Front 
policy,” announced in 1935 at the Seventh Congress of the Communist Inter- 
national. 

Since the Soviet Union was menaced by the Fascist powers, Germany, Italy, 
and Japan, it wanted the help of the western powers and sought to persuade 
them to enter with it into a system of “collective security” against aggression. 
To advance the adoption of such a system of collective security, the Communist 
Parties in the various countries sought to promote a ‘peoples’ front” or “popular 
front” with other groups which, for whatever reasons, supported a program of 
collective security against the aggression of the Fascist nations. 

During this period the Communist Party of the United States supported a 
policy of collective security and urged that the United States enter into such a 
system with the Soviet Union. The Communist Party hailed Roosevelt’s Chicago 
speech urging that the aggressors be quarantined. It urged the boycott of Ger- 
man, Japanese, and Italian goods. It favored changing the Neutrality Act to 
permit the shipment of arms to victims of Fascist attack. In line with the 
popular front strategy, the party was friendly to the administration of Franklin 
D. Roosevelt. 

During this period the American Communist Party found that the interest of 
American labor lay in the elimination of fascism wherever it was found. The 
party declared that American labor had a stake in the maintenance of free 
institutions throughout the world, and that it should support a program for the 
creation of a system of collective security against Fascis aggression and of aid 
to the victims of such aggression. 

The Russian-German pact.—In August 1939, the foreign policy of the Soviet 
Union abruptly changed. At the very time it purported to be seeking the alliance 
of England and France against Hitler, the Soviet Union signed a nonaggression 
pact with him. Hitler was freed to attack Poland, and World War II began. 

This change of Soviet strategy immediately brought about a violent change in 
the program of the Communist Party of the United States. The American Com- 
munist Party lost interest in the evils of nazism and fascism. The threat to 
American labor, the party now said, was the “imperialist war.” The defense 
program of the United States was a program fostered by Wall Street. The party 
sought, through the mechanism of such movements as the American Peace Mo- 
bilization and such slogans as “The Yanks Are Not Coming,” to capitalize upon 
the isolationist-pacifist sentiment in the United States and to defeat every meas- 
ure intended to aid the powers that were opposing Hitler. 

All-out aid to Russia.—On July 22, 1941, Germany attacked the Soviet Union. 
The Soviet Union needed help. It was, however unwillingly, fighting on the same 
side as Great Britain. 

A second rapid reversal in the policies of the American Communist Party now 
took place. The party called for all-out aid to the Soviet Union and to Great 
Britain. The “imperialist war” was now a “people’s war.” Roosevelt’s program, 
so lately denounced as warmongering, Bow became “the people’s program of 
struggle for the defeat of Hitlerism.” 

The Communist Party rediscovered that labor had a stake in the defeat of fas- 
cism throughout the world, and declared that it should direct its energies to all- 
out production to defeat Hitler. Once more the party denounced the evils of 
nazism and fascism. Hitler was again a Fascist mad dog. 

When the United States entered the war in December 1941, no change in Com- 
munist Party policy was needed. The Communist Party’s Pearl Harbor had 
already occurred on June 22, 1941, and the party had favored United States en- 
trance into the war since that time. But the party continued to grind its ax. 
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The United States and Russia did not see eye to eye on military strategy. The 
Russians wanted the immediate opening of a second front. And so the Commu- 
nist Party decided that American labor had an interest in this question of military 
strategy. “It is imperative,” Eugene Dennis declared early in 1942, “that the 
labor movement unitedly should make its voice heard and its influence felt on 
* * * such life and death questions as insuring American participation in the 
opening of a second front in Europe this spring.” 

Tehran.—The second-front issue was a symptom of the lack of confidence which 
the Communist Party felt, during this period, in the genuineness of American- 
Russian collaboration. These doubts, however, vanished when President Roose- 
velt met with Premier Stalin at Tehran, and agreement was reached on certain 
of the problems confronting the two countries. This agreement seemed to the 
Communist Party leadership to herald a complete change in the relationship be- 
tween America and the Soviet Union, and therefore, in the party’s role in the 
United States. 

There was thus ushered in the period later designated in the party as “Brow- 
derism.” The party’s program of “socialism” was abandoned in favor of the new 
“progressive” coalition between labor and capital. Henceforth the party’s func- 
tion was not to be “revolutionary” but merely “educational.” The Communist 
Party, accordingly, dissolved itself in January 1944, and the Communist Political 
Association came into being in its stead. 

Earl Browder announced that if J. P. Morgan would join in support of the 
American-Soviet coalition, he would clasp his hand and join with him. The party 
declared that there was only one yardstick against which all trade-union activi- 
ties were to be measured, and that was the winning of the war. The party ex- 
hausted its superlatives in praise of the wise and courageous leadership of 
President Roosevelt—the same leadership which it had denounced during the 
period of Russia’s pact with Hitler. The party even advocated national service 
legislation, a measure anathema to labor. The party supported most vigorously 
the no-strike pledge, and urged that it be continued in the postwar period. 

In short, during this period the Communist Party was—as it later described 
itself in an orgy of “Marxist self-criticism”—en opportunist tail to the capitalist 
class. 

The postwar period.—With the close of the Buropean War, differences and 
tensions began to develop between the Soviet Union and the United States. The 
Soviet Union no longer needed American military assistance, and its ambitions 
began to conflict at many points with the policies of the United States. 

Accordingly, the “American” Communist Party again reversed its field. Tak- 
ing its lead from an article by the French Communist leader Duclos, it recon- 
stituted itself in June 1945, as the Communist Party and once again asserted its 
so-called aggressive role in domestic affairs. It no longer supported national- 
service legislation and stopped talking about continuation of the no-strike pledge 
after the end of the war. 

As the diplomatic conflict between the United States and the Soviet Union has 
developed and deepened in the postwar period, the hostility of the Communist 
Party to the policies of the American Government has become clearer and clearer. 
The postwar Communist policies have included the following specific items: 

1. Demand for the withdrawal of American troops from China, and support 
of the Chinese Communists ; 

2. A claim that the United States had failed to live up to the Yalta and Pots- 
dam agreements, and a demand that United States foreign policy be based on 
friendship with the Soviet Union ; 

3. Opposition to the Truman doctrine ; 

4. Opposition to the Marshall plan ; : 

5. Support of Henry Wallace and the Progressive Party in 1948; 

6. Opposition to the Atlantic Pact; 

7. Support of the Communist-dominated World Federation of Trade-Unions 
and opposition to the CIO- and AFL-sponsored International Confederation of 
Free Trade-Unions ; 

8. Denunciation of the CIO as a tool of reaction and imperialism ; and 

9. Support for the UE in its fight with the CIO. 


IT. Policies of the ILWU 


By examining the publications of ILWU, the reports of its officers to its con- 
ventions and its convention proceedings, and the positions taken by ILWU repre- 
sentatives at CIO conventions and executive-board meetings, the committee has 
ascertained the policies which ILWU, through its international leadership, has, 
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over the years, followed. The committee has compared these policies with the 
program of the Communist Party of the United States. From this examination 
the committee finds that the policies and activities of ILWU have followed and 
continue to follow exactly, without deviation, the policies of the Communist 
Party. Each of the four major shifts in policy made by the Communist Party 
during the period since 1938 was faithfully followed by ILWU. At no time 
during that 12-year period has there been one single instance of ILWU’s 
deviating in any appreciable degree from the line of the Communist Party. 

1. During the collective-security or “popular front” period ILWU strongly sup- 
ported Roosevelt’s antiaggression program. In 1938, at its first convention, 
ILWU called for support of the O’Connell bill, which would have amended the 
Neutrality Act to define aggressor nations and to permit the shipment of arms 
to victims of aggression. The 1938 convention also called for a ban on shipments 
of helium to Germany and pledged full and unqualified support of President 
Roosevelt’s New Deal. Resolutions adopted at the conyention condemned isola- 
tionism and endorsed a world labor conference as a means of arresting the 
world-wide Fascist offensive. 

As late as June 1939, ILWU locals submitted and supported resolutions at 
the convention of the Maritime Federation of the Pacific which called for.sup- 
port of President Roosevelt and the New Deal and commended the President’s 
foreign policy of stopping the Fascist nations. District conventions of ILWU 
adopted resolutions to amend the Neutrality Act and to boycott German-, Italian-, 
and Japanese-made goods, and requesting. closer collaboration between the 
United States and the Soviet Union “for the protection of their mutual interests 
against any provocation within the Rome-Berlin-Tokio Axis.” 

2. With the signing of the Stalin-Hitler Pact, the ILWU suddenly discovered 
that the war in Europe was of no concern to it. It attacked President Roosevelt 
and his policy of giving aid to the allies. 

In April 1940, Harry Bridges in his report to the ILWU District 1 convention, 
stated : 

“Tt is generally recognized that the present administration’s policies in regard 
to the international situation, its pro-allies sympathizers, the endorsement of mil- 
lions of dollars being sent abroad while millions of Americans suffer unemploy- 
ment and poverty, can result in the embroiling of America into a foreign war in 
which she can have no concern except the protection of the investments of the 
large bankers and industrial interests of the country.” 

The District 1 convention endorsed the slogan “The Yanks are not coming.” 

The 1940 convention of the Maritime Federation of the Pacific adopted a reso- 
lution submitted by ILWU denouncing the war profiteers who “have attempted 
to create a war scare” and demanding that Congress cease “playing chess with 
the lives of Ameri¢ans by encouraging loans to warring nations.” Newspapers 
published by ILWU locals carried headlines such as “Convoys mean shooting, 
shooting means war,” and news stories on the activities of the American Peace 
Mobilization, a front set up by the Communists to promote isolationism. In 
his report to ILWU’s April 1941 convention, Harry Bridges attacked the idea 
that labor should make sacrifices “in the interests of so-called ‘national defense.’ ” 
Throughout this period, which ended with the attack upon Russian by Hitler, 
the ILWU consistently urged a policy of isolation, and criticized aid to the coun- 
tries fighting Hitler. 

3. Following the opening of hostilities between Germany and Russia in June 
1941, the ILWU leadership suddenly discovered that the war in Europe was, 
after all, a matter of vital concern to the labor movement. Harry Bridges called 
for immediate aid to the Soviet Union and to Britain. In July 1941, Bridges 
declared that American labor, in backing aid to Britain and the Soviet Union, 
was “taking a militant anti-Fascist position in support of the people’s right to 
freedom and peace.” In contrast to “Convoys mean shooting, and shooting means 
war,” Bridges, in October 1941, in an article in an ILWU local paper, stated : 

“The American trade-unions have a real decision to face and make today. 
We are on the verge of having to start making motions or passing resolutions 
as to whether we shall not only support the President in an actual declaration 
of war to stop Hitler but as to whether we will insist that such declaration 
be made. Whether we like it or not, it is pretty hard to dodge this conclusion, 
because already Hitler is not only telling ns but he is driving home the fact 
that American ships can’t sail to certain places ; therefore certain American sea- 
men can’t man and sail these ships; therefore, our American longshoremen can’t 
load such ships; and, therefore, our warehouse workers in turn are not able 
to work at their particular industry handling goods to go to ships eventually.” 
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In the same article, Bridges declared that “the greatest real threat to all our 
unions and democracy today is that Hitler might win the present war on the 
eastern front.” 

When Japan attacked the United States, no radical change in ILWU policy 
was necessary; the change had been made when Germany attacked Russia. 
ILWU was all out in its support of the war effort. The officers’ report to the 
1943 convention declared : 

“The basic policy of the ILWU centered around national unity of all the 
win-the-war forces in America * * * This policy meant the subservience of 
many of our individual interests of our Nation. The union could not remain an 
economic agency and doits job * * * 

“Steps were taken to convert the union into a win-the-war agency, this * * * 
meant unity with any and all people who were pledged to faithfully prosecute 
the war * * * 

“No longer do we think of employers a8 a group. Our judgment of employers 
is predicated on their participation in the war. The same judgment governs 
our measurement of all other people and agencies.” 

In actuality, ILWU, like other Communist-line labor unions, went much fur- 
ther in abandoning its economic aims and in its attacks upon any interruption of 
production than did legitimate American trade-unions. John L. Lewis was de- 
scribed in the 1943 ILWU officers’ report as “the single most effective agent 
of the Fascist powers within the ranks of labor.” Wages, hours, and working 
condition, according to this same report “had to be measured in terms of main- 
taining efficiency and morale of our members and providing a free flow of war 
production.” 

During this period, ILWU, like the Communist Party, called for the opening 
of the second front. [ILWU lauded the Soviet Union and the Russian army in 
every possible way, and when Senator Lodge suggested that the Soviet Union 
should supply bases for bombing Japan, ILWU’s paper, The Dispatcher, indig- 
nantly rejected this suggestion. 

4, After the Teheran conference in December 1943, ILWU, like the Communist 
Party, was fully satisfied as to the good intentions of the American Government 
toward the Soviet Union. After Teheran ILWU called no more for a second 
front. ILWU was now satisfied with the Roosevelt administration. It sup- 
ported Roosevelt for reelection in 1944. ILWU even, in January 1944, endorsed 
a proposed National Service Act, although such a measure would have destroyed 
labor’s most basic freedoms, and was opposed by the CIO and the AFL. The 
Dispatcher, supporting the measure editorially, declared that “The right of 
the people to be secure against the enemy certainly transcends any fancied in- 
dividual rights.” 

In the summer of 1944 Bridges and the ILWU executive board urged that the 
no-strike pledge be extended into peacetime. Such an extension, Bridges de- 
clared, “would defend the security of the Nation now and after the war.” The 
Dispatcher likewise supported editorially the extension of the no-strike pledge 
beyond the end of the war. 

5. With the end of the war in Europe and the collapse of the wartime collabora- 
tion between the Soviet Union and the democratic nations, the position of the 
ILWU, like that of the Communist Party, underwent another change. Britain 
was no longer a gallant ally; Bridges opposed an American loan to the “so-called 
Socialist” Government which would use the money against Russia. Bridges de- 
clared that “the so-called British Labor Government has made it crystal clear 
that it has no real intention of freeing the slave peoples now held captive by the 
Empire.” The Soviet Union, in contrast, was represented as a country which 
“exploits no colonies of its own and seeks to exploit none” and “is naturally in 
favor of freedom and independence for all peoples.” 

The no-strike pledge was forgotten; “Strike time is here,’ the May 1946 Dis- 
patcher declared. 

When the Truman plan for Greece and Turkey was announced in the spring 
of 1947, it was bitterly attacked by the Dispatcher in a front-page editorial which 
compared it with the “international gangsterism of Hitler.’”’ The editorial de- 
scribed Russia as “the great Socialist nation” while the Greek and Turkish Gov- 
ernments were described as “cruel dictatorships’ and the British Empire as the 
“British slave empire.” The editorial further asserted that—‘“Their cry against 
Russia is precisely because Russia insists that the peoples of all countries have 
the right to organize unions and choose their own forms of government.” , 

At the 1947 ILWU convention Bridges made a speech during which he de- 
clared,.“If the Communists of China are wrong, so were the people in this coun- 
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try who overthrew the British in the American Revolution.” In the same speech 
he protested against equating communism and fascism. 

Shortly after the Truman plan was announced, the Dispatcher commenced to 
play up Henry Wallace. Its news account in May 1947 of Wallace’s Euro- 
pean tour asseerted that the tour “to warn against the new Truman doctrine 
in foreign policy” was a “thrilling success.” Its account of a west coast speech of 
Wallace stated that—‘Wallace spoke out in ringing terms against this doctrine 
which seeks.to fasten the yoke of American imperialism on the world, the 
crippling of American trade-unions and the suppression of civil liberties.” 

When the Marshall plan was enunciated, it too was condemned by the ILWU. 
In December 1947 ILWU’s executive board denounced the Marshall plan “as 
nothing more than a monstrous plot against freedom and living standards.” The 
ILWU executive board declared that the Soviet Union, in contrast, was—‘“sup- 
porting coalition governments of nations which are pledged to programs whereby 
the common people of foreign countries obtain greater ownership and control 
of raw materials and protection for the greater good of the majority of the peoples 
of those countries.” 

The Dispatcher declared editorially that money would be spent under the 
Marshall plan in order to impose “Wall Street puppet dictatorships” upon the 
European countries. 

When the C1O executive board, in January 1948, announced its support of the 
Marshall plan and its opposition to a third party, Bridges declared that “ILWU 
would stand by its determination to give all-out support to the third-party move- 
ment and would continue to oppose the Marshall plan.” Bridges’ cohorts on the 
ILWU executive board joined with him in opposing the Marshall plan and in 
supporting Henry Wallace and the Progressive Party. 

Like Soviet Russia and the Communist Party, ILWU has demanded that the 
United States end stockpiling of the atomic bomb without calling for international 
inspection of the Soviet’s production of atomic weapons. 

ILWU has also opposed the North Atlantic alliance. At its 1949 convention 
ILWU declared that while the North Atlantic alliance was ostensibly for the 
purpose of protecting Western European nations against threatened aggression 
from Russia, it would permit the United States to move into the signatory 
countries. 

The Communist coup in Czechoslovakia was applauded by ILWU. To the 
ILWU this destruction of a democracy was merely the ousting of “reactionaries.” 

When the Russians established their blockade of Berlin, LLWU supported 
Russia. It said that all Russia wanted was for the United States to abide by 
the Potsdam agreement. 

When the CIO and the British TUC withdrew from the World Federation of 
Trade-Unions becanse of its subservience to Soviet interests, ILWU sided with 
WFTU. ILWU Secretary-Treasurer Louis Goldblatt called the CIO withdrawal 
a “sell-out of American workers.” Goldblatt was ILWU’s delegate to the WFTU 
Conference at Marseilles in July 1949 at which WFTU established a “Maritime 
Federation of the World” with Harry Bridges at its head. 

When the CIO, the AFL, and the TUC called the London conference to form 
a mew international trade-union federation, ILWU declared that the conference 
smelled of the Fascist labor fronts, that Red baiting was the conference’s only 
concern, and that the bona fide labor movements of most countries were not 
represented at the London conference but at the World Federation Trade-Union 
Conference in Peiping, which was going on simultaneously. 

When in May of 1949 the Republican-Dixiecrat coalition blocked passage of 
the Thomas-Lesinski bill, ILWU, like the Daily Worker, declared that the admin- 
istration, the CIO, and the AFL had sold out Taft-Hartley repeal. ILWU circu- 
lated to its membership a lengthy mimeographed release peddling this Com- 
munist Party lie. Confronted with this release of the hearing, Harry Bridges 
declared that it was a “complete out-and-out forgery.” Presumably Bridges 
overlooked the fact that he had been confronted with the document at the CIO 
executive-board meeting in May 1949, and had at that time asserted that he took 
“full responsibility” for it. 

The June 1949 Dispatcher hailed the “Chinese liberation,” comparing it with 
the United States, French, and Soviet Revolutions. It declared that—“Like the 
American Revolution, it has won independence from foreign imperialism for a 
vast area of the earth. Like the Russian Revolution, it enlists one of the world’s 
most numerous peoples in a constructive effort leading to socialism.” 

The Dispatcher viewed the Chinese Revolution as “creating a new force of 
unprecedented proportions and turning it to the satisfaction of human needs.” 





SCOPE OF SOVIET ACTIVITY IN THE UNITED STATES 2577 


When the UE was expelled from the CIO at the Cleveland convention last 
November because of Communist domination, ILWU stood by the UB, not 
the CIO. 

6. ILWU’s publications reflect a sympathy not only with Marxism but with 
the particular Stalinist brand thereof, and even utilize the peculiar Stalinist 
terminology. Like the Daily Worker, ILWU’s paper, The Dispatcher, uses the 
term “democratic” as synonymous with communism. To it a “people’s democ- 
racy” of Eastern Europe is democratic, as are the Italian Communist Party and 
the Chinese Communists. The Dispatcher’s strongest term of opprobrium is 
“Trotskyite.” 

The Dispatcher carries in each issue a column which appears under Harry 
Bridges’ signature. In a November 1943 column, Bridges declared that Russia’s 
position was that the people of liberated countries should choose their own forms 
of government. In December of 1943, he declared that “the men of the Russian 
Red Armies are loved and deeply respected by the people of that country and 
elsewhere. They have been welcomed with open arms and sympathetic under- 
standing, and as deliverers and defenders of freedom and the people. The Red 
Army men have responded by being exemplary in conduct toward the people and 
their dearest possessions and community customs to the point where the civilian 
population and the armed forces unite, work, and fight as one.” 

When the U. 8. S. R. went through the empty form of granting autonomous 
rights to its constituent republics, Harry Bridges hailed it as a momentous de- 
velopment. He declared: 

“The vicious lie that both philosophies [i. e., communism and fascism] have 
the same basic antidemocratic totalitarian foundation was never more clearly 
exposed than by the willingness and the determination of the Soviet Union to 
allow each of its component republics full freedom to choose its way of life and 
granting full equality for all the people in such republics regardless of race, 
creed, or color.” 

When Bridges wished to criticize Ireland’s role in the war he declared that 
it was simply another Finland. 

Bridges devoted his column in the June 1944 Dispatcher to the same sort of 
attack upon “Trotskyites” which may be found regularly in the Daily Worker. 
He shrilled : 

“Let the rank and file of the ILWU be on guard and take notice. The luxury 
of leaving these fifth columnists in the ranks of labor, especially in our local 
unions, go undetected and unexposed before the eyes of our thousands of 
patriotic and loyal hardworking members is something that we cannot afford.” 

The July 1944 issue of the Dispatcher went all-out to demonstrate just how 
fatuously doctrinaire Communists can be. It carried a cartoon labeling Dewey 
and Hoover as Trotskyites. Its editorial, after warning against the Hoover- 
Dewey machine, declared : 

“The open agents of Hoover, such as the Lewises and the Hutchinsons, are not 
the real danger. It is the fifth column that will do the damage. 

“Beware the Trotskyites and the Norman Thomas Socialists. They are your 
enemies.” 

7. Thus, ILWU has continued up to the present moment to hew rigidly to the 
line laid down for it by the Communist Party. Never has ILWU adopted any 
policy which in any way ran counter to the policies of the Communist Party 
or the the interests of the Soviet Union. 

If. the Communist Party program had been a consistent one, this absence of 
conflict. might not be significant. But over a period of 12 years the Communist 
Party has taken almost every conceivable position on every issue of public im- 
portance in the United States. This vacillating course can easily be understood 
in the light of the advise offered by Lenin : 

“To wage war for the overthrow of the international bourgeoisie * * * while 
renouncing beforehand the use of maneuvering * * * would not such renunci- 
ation be the height of folly? We might as well, when climbing a dangerous and 
hitherto unexplored mountain, refuse in advance to make the ascent in zigzags, 
or to turn back for a while, to give up the chosen direction in order to test an- 
other which may prove to be easier to negotiate.” 

The absence of any conflict between the position of the party and the posi- 
tion of this union under the leadership of its international officers and board 
is, therefore, of great significance. The constant parallel between the position 
of the Communist Party and the position of the ILWU cannot possibly be ex- 


1 Leninism, by Joseph Stalin, p. 158. 





2578 SCOPE OF SOVIET ACTIVITY IN THE UNITED STATES 


plained as coincidence, or as the simultaneous but independent adoption of 
similar policies. For the policies of the Communist Party, as we have stated, 
have undergone repeated violent shifts, shifts which are explainable only on the 
basis of the party’s subservience to the interests of the Soviet Union. And the 
policies of the ILWU have, in each instance, undergone the same sinister shift. 

LWU has never criticized Russia, nor has it ever taken the side of the United 
States in a dispute between the two countries. 


III, Direct evidence of Communist control of ILWU 


The documentary evidence of the subservience of ILWU, through its top 
leadership, to the Communist Party was corroborated by the oral testimony 
of Mr. Quill and Mr. Stone, both of whom gave testimony showing direct Com- 
munist control of ILWU. Both testified that Harry Bridges had, over a period 
of years, participated in numerous secret meetings between Communist Party 
functionaries and officers of Communist-controlled unions in the CIO at which 
the party functionaries instructed the union officers as to the party line and 
as to the positions that they were to take in the CIO and in their unions. Needa- 
less to say, these meetings were concealed from the CIO and from the rank- 
and-file membership of the unions. Such meetings took place from the in- 
ception of the CIO, and continued, to Mr. Stone’s knowledge, until 1945, and, 
to Mr. Quill’s, until 1948, those being the dates of their respective breaks with 
the party. Such meetings took place contemporaneously with every CIO con- 
vention, and were often held at the time of CIO executive-board meetings. The 
party functionaries who participated in these meetings included Eugene Dennis, 
William Z. Foster, John Williamson, Roy Hudson, Robert Thompson, Jack Sta- 
chel, and William Schneiderman. 

One such meeting of particular importance, to which Mr. Quill testified, took 
place in New York shortly after the CIO convention in Boston in October 1947, 
and was attended by Dennis, Williamson, and Robert Thompson and others for 
the party and by Bridges and other representatives of the controlled unions. 
Dennis announced that the Communist Party would back Wallace on a third- 
party ticket, and instructed the Communist-controlled unions to support him. 

This meeting was followed by similar meetings preceding the 2-day CIO 
executive-board meeting in Washington in January 1948. At these meetings 
Williamson, speaker for the Communist Party, instructed Rridges and the other 
union representatives present to endeavor to have the CIO executive board sup- 
port Wallace, and, if that were impossible to achieve, to at least block any CIO 
resolution opposing Wallace. The CIO executive board did, however, adopt a 
resolution condemning the third party after Harry Bridges had unsuccessfully 
sought to postpone the CIO’s taking a position by proposing a referendum of 
the membership. — 

Mr. Quill further testified that when he refused to go along with the Com- 
munist Party on the Wallace candidacy, Bridges telephoned him in the spring 
of 1948 from the west coast urging him not to break with the party and propos- 
ing that he, Bridges, come East to heal or prevent the breach. 

M. Hedley Stone, secretary-treasurer of the National Maritime Union, and 
himself a Communist from around 1935 to 1945, testified to Bridges’ participation 
in numerous such meetings between Com- (line omitted from original print copy 
through apparent typographical error). 

One such meeting as to which Mr. Stone testified took place in New York City, 
in 1987 or 1938, and was called by the party to discuss starting a longshore 
organizing campaign on the east coast. Roy Hudson was the Communist Party 
functionary present, and Harry Bridges was also present. Hudson chose Al 
Lannan, another Communist Party functionary, to head up the proposed organ- 
izing drive. Bridges, without revealing the Communist Party’s role in the 
matter, persuaded John Lewis, then president of the CIO, to put up the money 
for the drive, and Lannan was placed in charge of it. 

Stone testified that in 1939, during the CIO convention in San Francisco, he 
and Bridges attended a meeting of the Communist Party fraction in the CIO at 
which William Schneiderman, the party representative on the west coast, was 
present. Party policies and the manner in which they could be promoted within 
the CIO were discussed. Bridges acknowledged that such a meeting had taken 
place, but stated that he could not remember who was there. 

In 1948 or 1944, according to Mr. Stone, he took Joe Curran to a CIO Com- 
munist Party fraction meeting held on a Sunday morning at the home of Saul 
Mills in Brooklyn. Curran was not aware in advance of the nature of the meet- 
ing and, when he discovered through a remark of John Santos that it was a Com- 
munist Party fraction meeting, Curran insisted on leaving and took Stone with 
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him. Bridges and others of the Communist Party fraction in the CIO were 
present at this meeting. 

Just as Bridges later, in 1948, sought to make peace between Quill and the 
Communist Party, so in 1946 he sought, unsuccessfully, to make peace between 
Stone and the party. Stone testified that many meetings were held between the 
Communist Party fraction in the CIO and Communist Party functionaries from 
1937 or 1938 onward. Such meetings took place at every CIO convention and 
usually at the time of CIO exeentive-board meetings. At these meetings the 
party functionaries explained the latest developments in the party and its current 
policies, and those present then discussed how the party policies could best be 
promoted in the CIO. They decided, for example, what resolutions should be 
brought into the resolutions committee by the fraction members, and assign- 
ments were made as to who was to talk on each particular subject. This was 
all done secretly and conspiratorially, and was concealed from the CIO; and 
Bridges’ role was likewise concealed from his rank and file. Bridges, according 
to Stone, was present at all of these meetings, unless it was physically impossible 
for him to attend. When Bridges was not present at a meeting, a party member 
was designated to advise Bridges as to the line which was to be followed by the 
party fraction. 

The question of whether Bridges is or was a member of the Communist Party 
is not, in the judgment of the committee, relevant to the purpose of the present 
inquiry. The committee is not concerned with anything more than whether the 
ILWU followed Communist Party policy. Quill and Stone testified, and the 
committee finds, that Bridges did participate in Communist Party fraction meet- 
ings and did receive at these meetings instructions from party representatives 
as to the line that was to be carried out, not only in the ILWU itself but also 
within CIO. The documentary evidence, almost all of it official ILWU material, 
further clearly proves that the efforts of the party to control the policies of 
ILWU were highly successful. 

Mike Quill, in his testimony, also placed Bridges’ Communist Party faction 
meetings during 1946 at the CIO convention at Atlantic City, although he did not 
place him on the floor of the convention. Quill also described a meeting with 
Bridges in New York on Tuesday of the following week; i. e., on November 26. 
Bridges did not appear publicly at the Atlantic City convention in 1946, and at 
the hearings denied being in Atlantic City at the time of the 1946 convention or 
in New York City the following week. In an attempt to prove that he was in 
San Francisco throughout the period in question, Bridges introduced, among other 
things, two letters dated, respectively, November 16 and November 21, and a 
eontract dated November 17, all signed with what Bridges represented to be his 
signature. It is, however, obvious from even superficial examination that the 
signature on the letter of November 21 is not in the same handwriting as the 
signatures on the other documents. 

In the view of the committee, it is not necessary to resolve the conflict in the 
testimony with regard to Bridges’ presence at these particular meetings, since it 
was clearly established that Bridges did participate in numerous meetings with 
Communist Party functionaries at which he received instructions from the party 
as to the policies he was to pursue. It may be that Quill was confused as to when 
the conversations with Bridges which he described as taking place at these meet- 
ings actually took place. Since the conversations had no connection with the 
convention, they might well have occurred at some other time. It is, of course, 
extremely difficult precisely to place events which took place several years before. 
Bridges, for example, admitted to attending a meeting at Saul Mills’ house, as 
testified to by Stone, but stated that he was unable to say in what year it took 
place. 

Bridges did not deny participating in the other meetings referred to by Quill 
in his testimony, nor did he deny attendance at the meetings testified to by Stone. 
Instead, in his closing statement, Bridges merely asserted evasively that he at- 
tended meetings of all kinds of groups. 

IV. ILWU’s defense 

ILWU’s defense consisted largely of attacks upon the CIO and upon the 
committee, and of lies, evasions, and irrelevancies, 

ILWU’s representatives asserted that the committee was “biased,” “rigged,” 
and a “kangaroo court”; and that the “trial” was “phony.” Harry Bridges’ cries 
of “frame-up” fill pages of the record. He protested the use of photostats and 
charged repeatedly, and without the slightest basis, that various ILWU doeu- 
ments introduced against it “had been printed in the basement.” As has been 
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noted, Bridges even screamed forgery with regard to a document for which he 
had taken full responsibility at a CIO executive board meeting only a year ago. 

Following the lead given by the Daily Worker, ILWU insisted that its auton- 
omy was being violated, and that it was being denied the independent status 
guaranteed it when it went into the CIO. 

ILWU also stressed at great length the economic gains it had achieved for its 
members. Indeed, the oral testimony given for the ILWU consisted in the main 
of statements by members of its executive board that ILWU was a democratic 
union which had achieved great economic gains for the workers in its industry. 

It is unquestionably true that, during those periods when the Communist 
Party line had required militancy, ILWU’s leadership has been militant. ILWU’s 
present chiefs came into the leadership of ILWU at a time when militancy was 
the order of the day for the Communist Party, and they are still trading on the 
reputation for militancy built up long ago. 

It should not, however, be forgotten that when the Communist Party line has 
called for cooperation with employers, these same leaders of ILWU have used 
their positions to smother the militancy of the ILWU membership. It was 
Harry Bridges who supported a National Service Act and who, along with Darl 
Browder, urged that the no-strike pledge be continued after the war. Bridges 
now prefers, however, to forget this nonmilitant period of his history and trade 
on his reputation for militancy developed during periods when that was the 
Communist Party line. 

Bridges also asserted as a defense to the charge that ILWU has followed the 
policies of the Communist Party, that ILWU’s policies have reflected the will of 
its membership. The committee rejects this assertion. The committee members 
are fully acquainted with the devices employed by Communist minorities to im- 
pose their policies upon organizations. We reject any suggestion that American 
workers would knowingly permit their union to be used to further the ends of 
a foreign police state. The reaction of Harry Bridges’ own local to Bridges’ 
attempt to foist the Communist Party line upon it in the current Korean crisis 
demonstrates that when the lines are clearly drawn American workers are loyal 
to America, not to Russia. 

The committee wishes to make it perfectly clear that its findings as to ILWU 
are based, as they must be, on the policies and activities of the union under the 
leadership of its present international officers and executive board. Those find- 
ings earry no implication that the individual members of the union are Com- 
munists or favorable to communism. To the contrary, the committee is per- 
suaded that many of the members of ILWU have been taken in by the evasion 
and the subterfuge, the devices and the maneuvers, which the Communist-minded 
leaders of this union have used to maintain themselves in power, concealing all 
the while the fact that the union’s policies and activities were not the real in- 
formed decision of the members but determined in accordance with the line of the 
Communist Party. 


V. International Fishermen and Allied Workers of America 


The members of this committee were also designated as a committee to hear 
charges against the International Fishermen and Allied Workers of America 
(IFAWA) identical with those against ILWU. A hearing was conducted and 
voluminous documentary evidence of IFAWA’s adherence to the Communist 
Party line was introduced. 

Since the close of the hearing on the charges against the IFAWA, however, 
that organization has been merged into ILWU. The members of the committee 
have therefore concluded that it is unnecessary for them to make any separate 
report on their investigation of the charges against IFAWA. They wish to state 
to the executive board, however, that in their judgment these charges were 
fully substantiated. 

vI 


Since the conclusion of the hearing there has come to the attention of the 
committee a “Statement of Policy on National CIO” adopted by the executive 
board of ILWU. This statement repeats all of the familiar canards about 
CIO invented by the Communist Party and peddled by the unions it controls. 
In addition the “statement” instructs the national officers of ILWU, “to 
initiate the cailing of a national conference of those unions already expelled 
from CIO or about to be expelled, in order to make appropriate plans and to 
take all possible constructive steps teward such unions working collectively for 
their own mutual protection and advantage.” 
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If any doubt had existed, and none did, that ILWU: was a Communist-line, 
Communist-controlled organization, this “statement” would have removed the 
doubt. The ILWU leadership has made its own choice between the CIO 
and the Communist Party, and has chosen the Communist Party. 


CONCLUSION 


For the reasons stated, and on the basis of all the evidence presented to it, 
the committee unanimously concludes that the policies of the International 
Longshoremen’s and Warehousemen’s Union are consistently directed toward the 
achievement of the program and the purposes of the Communist Party rather 
than the objectives and policies set forth in the CIO constitution. The commit- 
tee therefore recommends that the executive board exercise the powers granted 
to it by article VI, section 10 of the constitution, and, by virtue of those powers, 
that it revoke the certificate of affiliation heretofore granted to the International 
Longshoremen’s and Warehousemen’s Union and expel it from the CIO. 

O. A. Knicut, Chairman. 
JOSEPH FISHER. 
JACK MorRAN. 
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